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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.

	Importance of the Manuscript for the Scientific Community this manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the literature on social protection and rural poverty by empirically examining the relationship between Conditional Cash Transfer (CCT) participation and vulnerability to poverty in South-western Nigeria. By comparing beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries using robust sampling techniques and vulnerability indices, the study provides evidence-based insights into how CCTs influence household resilience beyond short-term poverty alleviation. The findings are particularly relevant for policymakers, development economists, and social protection scholars seeking context-specific evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa. The study also enriches the growing body of research on multidimensional poverty and vulnerability by incorporating social, economic, and material dimensions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content of the study.
Current title:
Conditional Cash Transfer and Vulnerability to Poverty in Rural South-western Nigeria
Optional suggested alternative (for greater specificity):
Effects of Conditional Cash Transfer Participation on Household Vulnerability to Poverty in Rural South-western 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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, a few improvements are suggested:
Clearly state the research design (mixed-methods with comparative analysis).
Briefly mention the vulnerability measurement framework used.
Remove minor repetition and correct minor grammatical issues (e.g., double punctuation and spacing).
Slightly streamline numerical details to enhance readability.
Overall, only minor revisions are needed; no major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling procedure, and analytical methods (descriptive statistics, correlation analysis, t-test, and vulnerability indices) are appropriate and correctly applied. The use of Propensity Score Matching strengthens the validity of beneficiary and non-beneficiary comparisons. The interpretation of results is consistent with the data presented, and conclusions logically follow from the findings. Minor issues relate mainly to presentation clarity rather than scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and drawn from credible academic and policy-oriented sources, including peer-reviewed journals and international organizations such as the World Bank and ODI. Most citations fall within an acceptable time frame. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of a few more recent (post-2021) empirical studies on cash transfers and poverty vulnerability, particularly from Sub-Saharan Africa, to further strengthen the literature base.
	

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

	The overall language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is readable and coherent, with appropriate academic tone. Nonetheless, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and occasional awkward sentence constructions are present. A careful professional language editing or proofreading would improve clarity and polish but is not essential for understanding the content.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-organized and presents detailed empirical evidence.
Tables are informative but could be simplified or reformatted for improved readability.
Consistency in terminology (e.g., vulnerability indices, indicators) should be maintained throughout the text.
Minor formatting inconsistencies (spacing, punctuation, symbols) should be corrected.

This is a well-executed empirical study that provides meaningful insights into the effectiveness of Conditional Cash Transfer programs in reducing household vulnerability to poverty in rural Nigeria. The methodology is robust, the analysis is thorough, and the findings are policy-relevant. With minor revisions addressing language clarity, abstract refinement, and updated references, the manuscript would be suitable for publication. I recommend acceptance with minor revisions.
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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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