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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Article Title Suggestion
Citizen Engagement Initiative as a Catalyst for Sustainable Community Development in Nigeria
Article Summary
This article raises the strategic role of citizens in the development of society in Nigeria. The authors argue that active citizen engagement, through initiatives such as the establishment of training centers, the establishment of community-based organizations, and local entrepreneurship, can be a key driver of sustainable development. This study is based on participatory development theory and uses a qualitative method in the form of content analysis of scientific literature. Key findings state that citizen initiatives can improve community ownership, accountability, and sustainability, despite facing structural and socio-economic constraints.
Article Strengths
1. Topic Relevance: The article discusses a very important issue in the context of developing country development, namely citizen participation in community development.
2. Strong Theoretical Framework: The use of participatory development theory strengthens the conceptual foundation and supports the argument that citizens are not only recipients, but also drivers of development.
3. Clear and Structured Language: Articles are written in academic language that is clear and concise, making it easier for readers to understand the main message.
Disadvantages of the article
1. Lack of Empirical Data: This article does not include any concrete field data or case studies to support its claims. All information is sourced from a literature analysis, without validation through observation or interviews.
2. No Detailed Explanation of the Literature Used: The author mentions using the content analysis of the scientific literature, but does not detail the sources or criteria for the selection of the literature.
3. Context Generalization: Although the focus is on Nigeria, the article tends to provide an overview without delving into the differences in context between regions in Nigeria that could affect the effectiveness of citizen participation.
Suggestions for Improvement
1. Adding Case Studies or Field Data: The author may include one or two concrete examples of citizen initiatives in a particular community in Nigeria to support their arguments.
2. Strengthen the Methodology Description: Describe in more detail how the content analysis process was conducted, including the amount and type of literature analyzed.
3. Consider Local Context Variations: It would be more powerful if the author discussed how geographical or cultural differences in Nigeria affect the effectiveness of citizens' initiatives.
Recommendations
This article deserves publication after revisions to clarify the methodology and strengthen the empirical evidence, for example through the addition of case illustrations or complementary data from previous studies.
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