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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

State participation in natural resources in developing
nations is a scientific area of great interest. Here authors
review what

is currently known about the Nigerian

experience under the government participation in the
evaluation of the natural resources. This is an important
aspect to make the people's lifestyle above the poverty line.
Every nation has the basic right that its nominated people
must depend on and focus on the goals for the development
and/or betterment of the nation. Overall, | am positive about
this review. However,

the manuscript has important

deficiencies that should be modified before it is published.
1. The article title and theme are well-posed.

2. In section 6.1 more references needs to be added to

support the study.

3. In section 5, the Nigerian government has mentioned the
shares in the oil production companies, and with time the
shares are revised as mentioned by the authors but still,

the nation is below the poverty line, why?

4. Law acts, associations, and boards are the managerial

parameters that need to improve or their implementation

Proper reference has been added in section
6.1 to support the study.

The author has given some reasons in the
manuscript why most Nigerians still live
below the poverty line.

The current laws are good though there is
room for improvement. However,
implementation is a major issue at all levels.
The author has adequately expressed this in
the manuscript.

The author has explained some points to
reduce corruption at the government level.

The affected reference numbers have been
properly cited.
This has now been complied with.

The points raised in (4,5) has now been
reflected in the recommendation.
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is lacking on the grassroots level?
Corruption at the government level how can be reduced?

The references [8, 9, 12, 16, 23, 25, 26, 36-40, 47-49,
51, 53-55], contains the word “Ibid” is not clear or makes
no sense. What does this mean? Same description as

different reference numbers.
Recommendations must be written in bullets.

Mention the explanation summary of above question (4,

5) in the recommendation.

Check out the grammar mistakes thoroughly and needs

improvement.

e The author has made corrections with
regards to grammatical errors.

Minor REVISION comments

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)

There are no ethical issues.
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