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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 literature review is very brief and limited to 16 references. The problem is well
understood in Africa. There are many theoretical, methodological, analytical and review
publications on poverty and health in the region.  Therefore, a wide review of the
literature will increase the validity of the author's conclusions, their specificity and
content.

 The author in the section of the conclusion of the article makes recommendations to the
government of Nigeria, which should "… provide employment, reduce dependency, ill-
health and ultimately ameliorate poverty in the country». At the same time, the author
does not disclose the existing policy of the government of Nigeria and the specific
measures that are being taken today. The author does not talk about their effectiveness
or inefficiency.

 Some figures and tables have the same content: table 2.2. and figure 2.3., table 2.3 and
figure 2.4, table 2.4 and figure 2.5. The author can leave the graphs that reflect the
trends, and remove the tables.

Minor REVISION comments  The title of the article does not quite reflect its content
 The author describes the main positive and negative trends in the social situation in

Nigeria in recent decades, but does not reveal the reasons for their formation.  At the
same time, the author does not speak about the causes of trends that can be internal
and external

 In the literature Review section, the author analyzes social and economic processes in
Nigeria. This material does not correspond to the title of the section and can be
transferred to a separate section. The author can in this section describe the policy of
the government of Nigeria in this area

 The conclusions are very General recommendations that we can recommend to any
country:  “the government should focus on productivity …”, “the government at all levels
should increase the allocation to health and education …”, “the Nigerian government
should seek the big push approach to poverty alleviation by multi-sectoral development”.
These findings do not reflect the state of Nigeria's economy. The The conclusions do not
contain national specifics.

Optional/General comments  The author should not only describe social and economic processes, but also explain
them, reveal the nature and cause-effect relationships.
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