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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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


	Comments:

1. This manuscript presents a novel approach to Role of major and minor parties in female candidacy selection in Nigeria: A study of women’s participation in the 2019 and 2023 general elections, which could significantly advance our understanding of women in leadership. The introduction clearly outlines the research questions.

2. Supporting literature is not adequate, it should be beefed up, however, the theory is good for the study. Brief discussions of historical events or movements in Nigeria that have impacted women's political rights and representation may provide context for the current situation. Citing historical analyses or events could emphasize how the past continues to influence the present.

3. The authors could benefit from a deeper engagement with recent literature, particularly studies from the past five years that relate to women in elections.

4. While the methodology is sound, I think the authors should consider discussing the limitations more thoroughly, especially regarding sample size and its implications on the results.

5. The sampling method and sample size used is not sufficiently described. Please provide more details about how participants were selected to ensure reproducibility.

6. I think this is Library research; no field work was conducted. The researcher gathered information and resources from a library's collections to support academic work, projects, or personal inquiries. 

7. The statistical analysis appears to be inappropriate for the data type. I recommend consulting a statistician to verify the methods used as this is quantitative approached research. 

8. Why Quantitative approach without testing hypotheses or examining relationships between variables? Quantitative methods used such as surveys, experiments, or statistical analysis must be made known. 

9. Some points in the discussion seem disconnected from the results. Please ensure each claim made here is directly supported by your findings.

10. The results are clearly presented and well-organized. The use of tables and figures enhances clarity significantly.

11. Request for Additional Detail: It would be beneficial to include more descriptive statistics, such as means and standard deviations, alongside the inferential statistics presented.

12. While the researcher discussed the need for legal and policy reforms extensively, including specific references or studies that illustrate successful implementations of gender quotas or affirmative action in other countries could strengthen your argument. For instance, referencing case studies from countries like Rwanda or South Africa, where such frameworks have been successfully integrated, might add depth

13. There are minimal grammatical errors throughout the manuscript. The text is well-written and mostly grammatically correct.

14. Overall, this is a well-researched and important contribution to the field. With minor revisions, it could be a valuable addition to the literature.

15. While the topic is relevant, the manuscript requires significant revisions in the methodology and analysis sections.
16. The conclusion could be strengthened by providing more explicit implications for future research and practice.
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