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	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.


	This manuscript addresses the critical intersection of gender equality and the Sustainable Development Goals in Nigeria, highlighting how entrenched inequalities hinder broader development outcomes. The focus on Nigeria as a case study adds regional significance and contributes to literature on gender and development in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is suitable for the article
	

	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 is fairly comprehensive as it outlines the research problem, theoretical framework, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, I recommend the following changes:
· The population size of Anambra State (4,177,828) and the 0.05 significance level, can be removed as these are methodological details and not required in an abstract.

· The keywords are too general and do not capture the unique focus of the paper (e.g., “Anambra State,” “Nigeria’s SDGs,” “Postmodern Feminist Theory” could be considered).

· Instead of presenting broad recommendations (e.g., strengthening legal frameworks, promoting education), highlight one or two key contributions or unique findings that distinguish this study from existing literature.

· Add a clear statement of the study’s research gap or novelty to show its importance for the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important topic with potential for contribution. However, in its current form, it suffers from major issues in structure, citation accuracy, data reporting, and methodological rigor.

Suggestions:

· The literature review is descriptive rather than critical. It defines concepts but does not adequately review prior empirical studies or identify a research gap.
· Data reporting is inconsistent: 400 respondents are claimed, but only 314 valid responses were analyzed. Despite this, the analysis often refers back to 400 respondents, which is misleading. All data analysis should consistently be based on the 314 usable cases.
· Data analysis and Hypothesis testing are based on opinions (e.g., agreement with statements linking gender equality to SDGs) rather than measurable data, which weakens the validity of the results. Reconsider the basis of hypothesis testing.
· Although the study claims to use both primary and secondary data, the data analysis section relies almost exclusively on primary survey responses. Integration of secondary data (e.g., UN gender reports, Nigerian statistical indicators) could have strengthened the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. But some are questionable or unverifiable, with mismatched DOIs/URLs, which undermines credibility. Verify all sources for authenticity, correct mismatched DOIs/URLs, and remove unverifiable references.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its present form. Several sections contain grammatical errors, unclear phrasing, and repetition, which reduce readability and weaken the academic tone. The paper requires careful language editing and polishing to meet the standards of scholarly writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Detailed comments for each section have been provided in the manuscript. I strongly suggest that the author(s) address these comments to enhance the overall quality and value of the paper. 

Overall, I recommend Major Revisions, as the paper cannot be accepted in its current form. Substantial improvements are necessary before it can be considered for publication.
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