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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 (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.


	With insightful information about social workers, vulnerable individuals with disabilities, and mental illness, this paper is important to scientific concepts. The results can play a significant role in providing counselling services to improve the mental health of social workers as well as in raising awareness and launching campaigns against the causes of mental illness. Additionally, this research has wider implications for enhancing adaptive mechanisms for mental disease remedies, which can be used to expand social worker research globally and ultimately promote improved mental health and psychological stress management among vulnerable groups.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but the case must be addressed. The title should be modified to reflect the specific problem or objective of the article in relation to the study/article. However, it is necessary to specify the types of mental health issues addressed in the article, as well as the impacts. At the very least, the author should state clearly what the article is about. “The Impact of Shortages on Social Workers’ Mental Health Among Vulnerable Population 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 gives a fair understanding of the study and setting. However, it could be altered to include certain missing essential points:

i. The abstract's introduction needs improvement. The author must describe the type of mental health, impacts, and adaptive reaction in a minimum of three to four lines. Almost all abstract settings do not provide an introduction. 

ii. The author should avoid repetition in their abstract. There is much to be said about vulnerable populations and mental health. 

iii. The abstract is not properly framed. It should include a summary of the approach and reviews/findings, which are now absent and missing

iv. Clarify Objectives and Findings: Although the abstract specifies the purpose of researching social worker shortages, mental health is not discussed or linked to the study's goal. 

v. It would be useful to include a quick summary of major results or insights from the research. Consider how vulnerable groups suffer mentally. 

vi. Emphasize Significance: The abstract should highlight the study's importance and consequences for mental health issues. A statement describing how the findings will help improve social workers and mental health and the implementation of the policies by mentioning them.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is fair to say that the manuscript is scientifically correct because it was carried out in accordance with accepted research procedures. However, in order to be more scientific, a few aspects need to be clarified: 

i. The introduction, literature review, methodology Conclusion, discussion and recommendations and other components of the format should be enhanced and follow the numbering e.g 1.0 Introduction, 2.0 Literature review etc.

ii. The introduction is done fairly well, however it contains a lot of information that, if at all possible, belongs in the literature review section. The author should introduce methodology as 3.0 and improve the discussion and conclusion as 4.0 by including more recent concerns and studies, such as mental health in vulnerable groups. 

iii. In order to further close the gap on research solutions and future directions, it is crucial that the recommendations from the discussed chapter be 5.0 and be incorporated in this article scientifically by describing the results and identifying the gap and suggestions


	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. As is typical for any manuscript, both recent and older studies are included in the references. But in order to keep up with the latest research and issues, the outdated citations should be replaced out for new ones. References from 1999, 2003, 2004, 2009, 2011 and 2014 are a few years too old. Unless the references are classical, the author should substitute more recent or current sources. 

Most part of the documents misses citations and should be included to make it more sufficient. More extra citations and references should be added in the study’s documents. Such as Ann Leahy (2024), Håkan Jönson & Tove Harnett (2024), Sara Erlandsson & Marta Szebehely (2023) and many others.

	

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


	The language used in the text is generally of high quality, easily understood, well-structured and academically strengthened making it appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are certain instances of strange phrasing, repetitive phrase patterns and grammatical errors that might be fixed for better understanding and clarity. Some sentences are lengthy and complex, making them difficult to interpret. Transitions between concepts could also be made simpler to comprehend in order to enhance the logical flow of arguments.


	

	Optional/General comments


	If the previously mentioned corrections are made for academic field efficacy, the essay is well-written and well done.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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