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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The Title of this Research Article is suitable to be framed like this: (Government 
Intervention Programs linking with Poverty Alleviation: An Empirical Investigation, 
the Case of Nigeria) 
Design and related literature are both good.    

 
The topic  was adjusted as suggested by the reviewer. Hence, the topic is 
now  frame  as “ Government Intervention Programs linking with Poverty 
Alleviation: An Empirical Investigation, the Case of Nigeria ‘’ 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
One paragraph of LIMITATION would be okay with this paper 
 

A paragraph highlighting the limitation of the paper was added  to section 6: 
Conclusion and recommendation     
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


