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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is providing highly important region-specific empirical data regarding the operational sustainability of the private radio stations in North-Central Nigeria, which is still underrepresented in the literature of media studies. It advocates the knowledge of the problem of sustainability in the developing media systems by researching the managerial challenges and coping strategies. The results have a bearing on scholars, policymakers, as well as the media practitioners with an interest in the management and policy reform of media in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is rather appropriate and is indicative of the focus, scope and geographical background of the research undertaking. It effectively reflects the main issues of operational sustainability, management issues and policy implications in the case of the private radio stations.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is indeed exhaustive and well organized. It follows a clear overview of the background of the study, the purpose of the research, the approach to the methodology, the major findings, as well as the main conclusion. The abstract has been used appropriately to point out the key financial, infrastructural, regulatory, and security issues that are being experienced by private radio stations and place the study in the context of current debates on media sustainability in the developing environment.

Recommendation(s) to add or improve:

· Concisely state the theory underpinning the discussion especially the Systems Theory and the Resource Dependency Theory.

· Be more explicit about the policy relevance of the findings, in particular, how they are applicable to regulatory reforms and sustainability strategies.

Suggestions for deletion:

· There are no significant deletions that need to be done since every element of the abstract is applicable and well displayed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is well-founded and suitable in its methodology towards the given goals. The qualitative case study design, semi-structured interviews, and thematic analysis is used in the study, which is appropriate given the exploratory aspect of research. The arguments are well-elaborated, the findings are well-presented and conclusions are in line with the analysed data. Although the sample size is limited, it is sufficiently justified, and the research shows that there is a coherence between theory and methodology, analysis, and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources are overall adequate and contain some of the current and recent sources, specifically 20232025, which enhances the topicality of the work. The application of the reports of well-known organisations, like Internews, Reuters, and Media Rights Agenda, is credible.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is mostly readable and conveys the major concepts. Nevertheless, grammatical mistakes, strange sentence structures, and the tense and word use discrepancies in parts can be observed. Specific issues observed include the following:

1. Literature Review (Economic, Infrastructural, and Operational Challenges)

· Remove unnecessary double spacing in the second paragraph.

· Replace “civil know-how” with “civil know-how” (correct word form instead of “know how”).

· In the third paragraph, replace “issues has” with “issues have”.

· Replace “consistently remains” with “consistently remained” to maintain tense consistency.

2. Literature Review (Regulatory, Human Resources, and Security Constraints)

· In the first paragraph, replace “sources reveals” with “sources reveal”.

· In the second paragraph, replace “always encounters” with “always encounter”.

· In the third paragraph, replace “this study also shows” with “this study also show” for grammatical agreement.

3. Literature Review (Empirical Review)

· In the third paragraph, replace “ever increasing risk of security, with a high regional gaps” with “ever-increasing security risks, with high regional gaps”.
· In fourth paragraph, remove double spacing in (2023), In so that it reads (2023), In.

· In fourth paragraph, replace “approach while” with “approach while” by removing extra spacing.

· In fourth paragraph, replace “results shows” with “results show”.

· In fourth paragraph, add a comma after “Finally” in the third-to-last line of the paragraph.

· In fifth paragraph, replace “This document aim” with “This document aims”.

· In fifth paragraph, replace “broadcasting operation” with “broadcasting operations”.

· In seventh paragraph, remove unnecessary double spacing between the words “independent broadcast” where it appears in the text.


	

	Optional/General comments


	None
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript.
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