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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have reviewed the paper titled “The Impact of Manpower Development on Employee Productivity in the Manufacturing Industry in Nigeria.” The paper is well written, clearly structured, and presents relevant findings. Overall, it is a valuable and meaningful contribution to the field. However, some areas need further development.

Introduction

1. The research gap is not clearly defined. Requires citation of empirical studies demonstrating this gap.

2. No conceptual model or visual framework showing how manpower development influences productivity. 

3.  It would be better to add some more related references in the introduction and literature

Methodology 

1. The sampling technique is described inconsistently — both "simple random” and “purposive” are mentioned; clarify which one was actually used. Also, explain why you included the Interview in the abstract.

2. The sample size (80) lacks justification (no power analysis or explanation of adequacy).

3. Provide the actual questionnaire items or at least the main variables and their measurement scales.

Conclusion 

1. After the conclusion, it would be better to include a section on the study’s limitations and directions for future research.”
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	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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