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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it addresses a critical social issue—
parental sexual abuse of children—within the context of Nigerian society. It provides empirical data on
public perception of radio programs addressing this topic, which can help in understanding the
effectiveness of media in raising awareness and influencing behavior. | appreciate this manuscript
because it highlights the gap between media efforts and public awareness, suggesting actionable
recommendations for enhancing the impact of such programs. However, the study's limitation lies in its
geographical focus, which may not be generalizable to other regions without further research.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

No , the title needs modification

The current title, "Public Perception of Radio Programmes on Parental Sexual Abuse on Children: A
Study of Residents of Owerri Metropolis,” is informative but could be more concise and engaging.

An alternative title could be: "Evaluating Radio's Role in Addressing Parental Sexual Abuse:
Insights from Owerri Metropolis".

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

Suggestions for the Abstract:

1. Introduction of Study Context: Add a brief mention of the study’s context and significance to
make it clear why this research is important.

2. Clarification and Precision: Make the language more precise and concise.

3. Key Findings Highlight: Emphasize key findings and their implications more clearly.

4. Recommendations: Ensure recommendations are succinctly stated.

These changes will make the abstract more comprehensive and informative.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The subsections and structure of the manuscript could benefit from better organization. Including
distinct sections for methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion would enhance clarity and
readability.

There are grammatical errors which needs to be added.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

This manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness through its systematic approach, including the use
of a well-defined theoretical framework (Agenda Setting Theory) and a clear methodology. The sample
size was appropriately calculated using the Taro Yamane formula, ensuring statistical relevance. Data
collection via questionnaires and analysis using percentage and mean methods are standard practices
that enhance the study's reliability. These elements collectively contribute to the manuscript's scientific
robustness and technical soundness.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.

The references in the manuscript appear to be insufficient and may benefit from the inclusion of more
recent studies. To enhance the depth and currency of the research, consider adding the following
references:

1. Finkelhor, D., & Korbin, J. E. (2018). Child Abuse as an International Issue. Child Abuse &
Neglect, 2(1), 3-23.

2. Mathews, B., & Collin-Vézina, D. (2019). Child Sexual Abuse: Toward a Conceptual Model and
Definition. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 20(2), 131-148.

3. Alaggia, R., Collin-Vézina, D., & Lateef, R. (2019). Facilitators and Barriers to Child Sexual
Abuse (CSA) Disclosures: A Research Update (2000-2016). Trauma, Violence, & Abuse,
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20(2), 260-283.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Few grammatical errors need to be addressed

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

The manuscript does not explicitly mention any ethical issues, which is a concern given the
sensitive nature of the topic—parental sexual abuse of children. Here are a few ethical
considerations that should be addressed:

1. Informed Consent: Ensure that all participants provided informed consent before
participating in the study.

2. Confidentiality: The manuscript should detail how participant confidentiality and
anonymity were maintained.

3. Ethical Approval: Mention if the study received ethical approval from a relevant
ethics committee or institutional review board.

4. Sensitive Handling: Given the sensitive subject matter, it's important to outline how
the study handled the potential psychological impact on participants discussing or
recalling traumatic events.

Addressing these points will strengthen the ethical integrity of the research.
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