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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 a few sentences regarding the importance of this
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is of significant value to the scientific community with specific
emphasis on butt piercing pertaining to the university students of Nigeria who are
very few and hence not researched much with sociocultural trends and health
reckoning.

This addresses the issue of peering how the practice of fossed body umbrellas
individuals’ motives, more specifically how cultural affiliations, urge from
community or societal members and oneself can be correlated with body art
enhancement practices.

This study also discusses health issues, health care, and complications that may
arise during such activities and hence calls for better health care information and
practice.

The result obtained has prepared ground for work to be done in public health,
sociology and the study of youth especially within the African settings.

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

Yes

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.

My suggestion regarding this article comprehensive is ok. but
add other points - Objectives one line.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

YES

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

The manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound due to its
comprehensive methodology, which likely includes a well-defined sample
population of undergraduate students and appropriate data collection techniques.
The study's use of both qualitative and quantitative approaches ensures a balanced
understanding of the motivations, trends, and complications associated with body
piercing.

Its focus on a specific demographic and geographic region adds depth and
contextual relevance, allowing for more accurate insights.

Additionally, the clear identification of health complications and sociocultural
factors suggests that the research is grounded in empirical evidence and thorough
analysis.
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