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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper does not identify if a human ethics research board has approved this
work. While there appears to be appropriate consent with the subjects, the lack of an
ethics clearance reported raises a number of concerns that would need to be
addressed. The authors must indicate if this approval has been received and from
which institution. If ethics clearance has not been received, then the article should
not be accepted.

It should be noted that the article identifies correlation not causation.

The authors should address the degree to which the Big Five Inventory has been
normed on a Nigerian population. There is significant controversy over the validity
of the Big Five and its applicability to various populations including non-Western
groups.

The conclusion regarding universal personality testing is not supported. There may

be correlation as noted above but there is not evidence that recommending such an

intrusive step is warranted by the data. There is no evidence in this study that would
impact accident rates.

My major concern is the use of a personality inventory which may not have been normed
for the population upon whom it was administered. The authors have a duty to show that
the instrument is valid for the population and the purpose. If the authors can address this,
then a major revision should be submitted for re-review.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Yes — there is no indication of a human ethics research board clearance
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