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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 
 

Nil 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The paper reflected the ethnic character of political parties and how political processes have contributed to 
instability in the Nigerian State using the historical lens. 

2. The manuscripts addressed the issues sufficiently; 
3. The methodology is sound; 
4. The language and logic of the paper is scientific; 
5. The conclusion and implications flow from the discussion to add to the robustness of the paper;  
6. The references style adopted is appropriate and adequate. 
7. However, minor observations are captured at the comment review pane on the manuscript that: 

a)  Author needs to capture the objective(s) of the paper or raise the question(s) that this study intends to 
address, state the significance of the paper and even though it has been mentioned within the abstract, the 
author needs to equally capture the methodology adopted. To be done as the last paragraph of the 
introduction.  

b)  Author should provide source(s) where required. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is good 
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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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