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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. The paper has merit to investigate. However, this should clearly specify how this is going to add value to the existing literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. Yes.
	

	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.


	1. The sample selection process were not specified and may pose bias to the estimate.

2. In an abstract, do not mention the estimate and its p-value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The paper was able to establish correlation rather than causation. The sample selection procedure doesn’t maintain randomness. This should clarify in the paper.
2. Using simple regression model is not good enough to establish causality. The paper may consider a few quasi experimental research designs like difference-in-differences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References are good enough to establish the claim.
2. The papers needs to review in text citation. This is a wrong way to address in APA citation ‘according to Mathis and John (2023).’


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	1. This is fine.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The paper needs to clarify why the study based on Lagos is important and how that is different from Nigeria, in general.

2. The introduction suffers from lack of the papers main theme in the sense that it talks about prior literature mostly. The paper needs to rewrite the introduction based on its aim and why readers should pay attention to this subject matter.

3. The paper should maintain same font. ‘Table 1 Population of the Study’ has a different font. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

N/A
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