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Optional/General comments 
 

I do not see how tribe as expressed here adds any value to your demographic study, If it 
does, why was the tribe of the “others” not stated. 
My opinion is that, that row is not relevant to this topic of study. 
 
 

There are over 200 tribes in Nigeria but the 3 major tribes are Yoruba, Hausa 
and Igbo as represented in the table. It is very important the tribes are stated 
to make for good comparison in case other researchers would want to 
replicate the study in other part of the nation dominated by other major tribes. 
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