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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Political parties based on the programs offered to the electorate, keep up a stable stance on social and economic problems,

foreign policy, and other topics.

From a global perspective, Nigeria is close to the "West" in terms of cultural and social features, and in exposure to the main

ideological currents and intellectual traditions that inspire them.

Therefore, the basic model should be approximated the western model. However, due to historical and political circumstances, it is

not typically described in terms of left and right ideological concepts.
e Add some more literature.
Methodology

e Cite previous studies which used the same methodology.
e Why you adopt this methodology?

Results
e Sources of literature is required.
Conclusion

e Add suggestions for policy recommendations.
e Add recommendations for further studies.

References

o Follow APA style in text citations and references.
General Comments
There is a need to again review the complete paper.

There is a lack of clear understanding of this study.
Try to add some tables or figure for better understanding.

Try to add some basic description of mentions political parties.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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