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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 offers a detailed multimodal discourse analysis of Simisola Ogunleye-Kosoko’s music video Duduke, contributing to scholarship on meaning-making in African popular music. It engages systematically with linguistic, visual, and auditory modes and aligns these with cultural interpretations of femininity and motherhood in contemporary Nigeria. This work is valuable because it expands the empirical scope of multimodal research in African contexts and enriches discussions on gender representation in Nigerian pop culture. It also demonstrates how semiotic resources embedded in popular music shape cultural narratives around identity and social expectations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is broadly suitable, clearly indicating the topic and methodological orientation. A slightly more precise alternative could be: “Semiotic and Multimodal Representations of Motherhood in Simisola Ogunleye-Kosoko’s ‘Duduke’”

This would foreground the thematic focus (motherhood/femininity) which is central to the manuscript.


	

	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 comprehensive, clearly outlining the aim, methodology, data sources, key findings, and cultural implications. It could be strengthened by:

– Reducing length through more concise statements of the findings.

– Specifying the major analytical insights earlier (e.g., the centrality of the heartbeat metaphor).

– Clarifying the methodological sequence to improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually and methodologically sound. The analytical framework is appropriate and consistently applied. The discussion of multimodality aligns with established literature, and the analysis is supported with visual references. A few areas could benefit from refinement:

– Some sections repeat similar observations about heartbeat metaphors and nurturing themes.

– The methodology would benefit from clearer justification for frame selection and coding reliability.

– Citations for some conceptual claims (e.g., cultural interpretations of colour symbolism) could be expanded.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant to multimodal discourse analysis and African music studies. The manuscript effectively integrates foundational texts (Kress & van Leeuwen) with contemporary studies. Suggested additions:
– More recent literature on multimodal music video analysis in global pop culture.
– Additional Nigerian-specific multimodal research to broaden empirical grounding.
	

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


	The English is generally clear, articulate, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor issues include occasional verbosity, repetition, and syntactic heaviness. A light language edit would improve concision and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	– The manuscript is rich in descriptive detail and provides strong interpretive insights grounded in theory.
– Figures should be properly labelled, captioned, and integrated into the narrative following journal guidelines.
– A concluding subsection within the analysis section synthesizing visual, auditory, and linguistic modes would enhance coherence.
– Consider adding a section on limitations (e.g., subjectivity inherent in multimodal analysis, use of a single case study)
The manuscript provides a well-developed multimodal discourse analysis of Simisola Ogunleye-Kosoko’s Duduke, offering valuable insights into linguistic, visual, and auditory semiotic resources and their cultural implications. The paper demonstrates strong familiarity with relevant theoretical frameworks and applies them effectively to the selected text. The discussion is thorough and the references are appropriate.

However, several areas require attention before the manuscript is ready for publication. Specifically, the paper would benefit from improved concision in some analytical sections, clearer methodological articulation, consistent formatting of figures, and minor language refinement. Addressing these issues will improve the clarity, coherence, and academic presentation of the manuscript. Overall, the submission is promising and contributes meaningfully to scholarship in multimodal discourse analysis and African popular culture. A minor revision is recommended to strengthen structure, precision, and presentation prior to acceptance.
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail) 
No ethical issues are apparent. The data consist of publicly available cultural materials (music video, lyrics), and the analysis is interpretive
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