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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.


	This paper highlights important citizen-led initiatives promoting sustainable community development in Nigeria. Emphasis is placed on grassroots participation rather than self-reliance in government-led approaches to community-centered development.

This study also provides practical insights into overcoming barriers to citizen engagement, broadening the horizons for researchers, policymakers, and community leaders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title

"Evaluating Citizen's Engagement Initiatives as a Strategic Catalyst for Community Development in Nigeria" 

is clear and relevant but slightly wordy. While it conveys the main idea, it can be improved for conciseness and impact.

Suggested Alternative Titles:

"Citizen Engagement as a Catalyst for Community Development in Nigeria"
	

	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.


	Yes, this abstract generally provides a comprehensive overview of the research objectives, theoretical basis, methodology, findings, and conclusions. However, some improvements could make it more focused and impactful.

Suggested Improvements:

1. Clarify the Research Method

Currently, the research methods used are "qualitative methods" and "content analysis of scientific literature." This needs to be made more specific, for example, "qualitative content analysis of secondary sources including books, journal articles, and reports."

2. Reorganize the writing structure: Background, Objectives, Methods, Findings, Conclusions/Recommendations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper lacks specific information on how sources were selected or analyzed. This weakens replicability and scientific robustness. Suggestion: Add brief info on sampling criteria or thematic coding techniques used in the content analysis.
Some sentences are repetitive or overly verbose, which can dilute scientific clarity. Suggestion: Revise for conciseness and tighten the argumentation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This paper provides a fairly adequate list of references, but many of them are quite old.

Utilizing these newer sources better captures current trends, challenges, and innovations in community development and citizen engagement, both in Nigeria and in the broader global context.
	

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


	Areas for Improvement:
· Wordiness and Repetition: Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, making the text harder to follow.

· Grammatical Errors and Punctuation: Issues such as missing articles, inconsistent verb tenses, and misplaced commas occur in several places.
· Lack of Academic Precision: Some ideas are expressed in unclear or overly general terms. Precision in language would improve clarity.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper presents strong and important ideas with the potential for real impact, particularly in the Nigerian development context. However, it requires language editing, methodological clarification, and updated references to meet scholarly standards. 

With these revisions, the paper could make a valuable contribution to the literature on participatory development and community engagement.
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	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)
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