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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and socially relevant issue by examining the relationship between child upbringing practices and delinquent behavior in a specific African context. The study contributes empirical evidence from Zambia, a context that remains underrepresented in parenting and delinquency research. Its findings enrich cross-cultural discussions on parenting styles, peer influence, and youth behavior. The study also provides practical implications for community-based parenting interventions and policy development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content, scope, and geographical focus of the stud
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers the main elements: objectives, research design, location and duration, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, several improvements are suggested: (1) The duration of the study still displays the placeholder “[December/2025],” which should be replaced with the exact date prior to publication. (2) The abstract should state the theoretical framework used more explicitly. (3) The conclusion in the abstract should briefly mention the main practical recommendations (e.g., encouraging authoritative parenting). Overall, the abstract is well structured and provides sufficient information for readers to assess the relevance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Nevertheless, the discussion would benefit from a clearer distinction between correlation and causation to avoid potential over-interpretation of results
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally relevant and cover the main theoretical foundations (Baumrind, Bowlby, Bandura, Erikson, Hoeve et al.). However: (1) Some references are outdated (Nielsen, 1998; Bessant & Hil, 1998; Drakeford, 1996; Dundes, 1994; Kerlinger, 1986) and need to be supplemented with more recent literature (from the last 5-10 years). 


	

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


	The overall quality of the English is adequate for scientific communication. The manuscript is mostly easy to read and well organized. However: (1) Some sentences are too long and should be broken up for clarity. (2) Minor grammatical inconsistencies are found throughout the manuscript (e.g., inconsistent verb tenses in the discussion section). (3) This manuscript would greatly benefit from professional proofreading or English editing prior to final publication. (4) Terms such as “naughtiness” and “prostitution” as dimensions of delinquency require more precise academic definitions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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