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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical issue in Nigeria’s social welfare system—the shortage of social workers and its impact on vulnerable populations. It highlights the challenges faced by groups such as children, women, the elderly, and internally displaced persons, who are disproportionately affected by the lack of professional support. The study is important for the scientific community as it fills a gap in the literature on social work in developing countries, particularly in Africa. It also provides actionable recommendations for policy changes and workforce development, which can inform future research and interventions in similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus of the study on the social worker shortage and its impact on vulnerable populations in Nigeria.
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a good overview but could be more comprehensive. It should include a brief mention of key findings, such as the main causes of the shortage (e.g., limited training facilities, lack of regulatory support) or the most affected vulnerable groups (e.g., children and internally displaced persons). Additionally, summarizing one or two specific recommendations, such as increased government investment in training or establishing a regulatory council, would make it more informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well-researched and supported by relevant references. However, some sections would benefit from additional data or examples to strengthen the arguments. For instance, providing the estimated number of social workers needed in Nigeria or including case studies of vulnerable individuals would enhance the manuscript’s depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, but some publication dates (e.g., 2023 and 2024) seem inconsistent with a manuscript submitted in 2025—authors should verify these dates. Including more references from Nigerian authors or studies conducted in Nigeria would provide a valuable local perspective. Suggested additions include recent reports from Nigerian social welfare agencies or studies on social work education in Africa.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable, with clear and understandable English. However, minor revisions are needed for clarity and coherence. For example, the sentence in the introduction about "economic, political, and cultural problems" could be rephrased for better flow (e.g., "Nigeria’s socially vulnerable populations face interconnected economic, political, and cultural challenges"). Some sections also contain repetitive phrases that could be made more concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and addresses an important issue. However, it would benefit from more specific data and examples to support its claims, such as statistics on the number of social workers needed or case studies of vulnerable populations. A more detailed discussion of how the recommendations can be implemented would also strengthen its practical impact.
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