4.1 Introduction

CHAPTER FOUR
DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

This chapter presents and analyzes the data collected in relation to the objectives of the study. The data were obtained through structured questionnaires, interviews, or other instruments as specified in the methodology. The purpose of this section is to examine the responses and patterns emerging from the data to assess their alignment with the research questions or hypotheses formulated. Descriptive and inferential statistical tools (such as frequency tables, percentages, charts, and where applicable, regression analysis) are employed to give clarity and depth to the findings. The analysis is guided by the need to draw meaningful insights into the relationship between strategic alliances, foreign policy choices, and national growth.
4.2 Data Presentation
Table 4.2.1: Reliability Statistics


	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.892
	26


The reliability result presented in the table indicates that the questionnaire, which consists of 26 items, has a Cronbach’s Alpha value of 0.892. This value demonstrates a high level of internal consistency among the items, suggesting that they reliably measure the same underlying construct. In general, a Cronbach’s Alpha value between
0.8 and 0.9 is considered good, and a value above 0.9 is regarded as excellent. Therefore, a score of 0.892 falls within the “good” range, implying that the items are well-correlated and the questionnaire is dependable for research purposes. This level of reliability supports the use of the instrument in evaluating perceptions or attitudes toward Nigeria’s foreign policy, strategic alliances, or related topics.
Table 4.2.2: Strategic alliances Nigeria has formed with other countries and international organizations.

	S/N
	Items
	SD
	D
	U
	A
	SA
	Total
	Remark

	1
	Nigeria’s strategic alliances with other
countries have positively influenced its economic development.
	29
(26.1%)
	30
(27%)
	6
(5.4%)
	26
(23.4%)
	20
(18%)
	111
(100%)
	Disagree

	2
	Partnerships	with	international organizations have enhanced Nigeria’s
global diplomatic relevance.
	10
(9%)
	9
(9.1%)
	7
(6.3%)
	59
(53.2%)
	26
(23.4%)
	111
(100%))
	Agree

	3
	The Nigerian government effectively
leverages	strategic	alliances	for national security improvement.
	4
(3.6%)
	14
(12.6%)
	4
(3.6%)
	65
(58.6%)
	24
(21.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree




	4
	Nigeria’s collaborations with foreign countries align well with its national
interests.
	9
(8.1%)
	19
(17.1%)
	1
(.9%)
	48
(43.2%)
	34
(30.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	5
	The outcomes of Nigeria’s international
alliances are effectively communicated to the public.
	13
(11.7%)
	20
(18%)
	7
(6.3%)
	40
(36%)
	31
(27.9%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	6
	Strategic	alliances	have	led		to significant		technological		and
educational advancements in Nigeria.
	28
(25.2%)
	24
(21.6%)
	8
(7.2%)
	40
(36%)
	11
(9.9%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree


Source: Researcher’s Field Survey, 2025
The data presented in the table offers insight into respondents’ perceptions of Nigeria’s strategic alliances with other countries and international organizations. Out of six items assessed using a Likert scale, five were rated with an overall “Agree” remark, while one received a “Disagree” rating. Specifically, the first item, Nigeria’s strategic alliances with other countries have positively influenced its economic development was disagreed with by a slight majority (26.1% strongly disagreed and 27% disagreed), resulting in a total of 53.1% negative responses, leading to a “Disagree” remark.
In contrast, all other items reflected general agreement. For instance, Item 2, which evaluates whether partnerships with international organizations have enhanced Nigeria’s global diplomatic relevance, had a strong agreement level (53.2% agree, 23.4% strongly agree). Similarly, Item 3 on leveraging alliances for national security showed high agreement (58.6% agree and 21.6% strongly agree), suggesting confidence in the government’s efforts in this area. Item 4, which explores alignment with national interests, also drew majority agreement (73.8% combined agree and strongly agree), as did Item 5, concerning public communication of alliance outcomes (63.9%).
However, Item 6, regarding technological and educational advancement through alliances, was more mixed, with 46.8% disagreeing or strongly disagreeing and 45.9% agreeing or strongly agreeing, yet it still received an overall “Agree” remark likely due to the relative strength of the "Agree" responses. Overall, the responses indicate a generally positive perception of Nigeria’s strategic alliances, particularly in diplomacy, security, and alignment with national interests, though skepticism remains around economic outcomes and technological benefits.







Table 4.2.3: The impact of alliances on Nigeria’s economic development, political stability, and security architecture
	S/N
	Items
	SD
	D
	U
	A
	SA
	Total
	Remark

	1
	Strategic alliances have contributed significantly to Nigeria’s economic growth and
investment opportunities.
	23
(20.7%)
	80
(72.1%)
	4
(3.6%)
	2
(1.8%)
	2
(1.8%)
	111
(100%)
	Disagree

	2
	Foreign partnerships have helped stabilize Nigeria’s political
institutions and governance.
	2
(1.8%)
	13
(11.7%)
	7
(6.3%)
	54
(48.6%)
	35
(31.5%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree




	3
	Nigeria’s security architecture has improved due to international defense and security
collaborations.
	3
(2.7%)
	7
(6.3%)
	5
(4.5%)
	62
(55.9%)
	34
(30.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	4
	Nigeria’s political system has become more resilient as a result of international diplomatic engagement.
	2
(1.8%)
	25
(22.5%)
	6
(5.4%)
	49
(44.1%)
	29
(26.1%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	5
	Joint security operations and intelligence sharing through alliances have enhanced national
security.
	5
(4.5%)
	17
(15.3%)
	2
(1.8%)
	69
(62.2%)
	18
(16.2%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	6
	Economic policies influenced by international alliances have
positively impacted local industries.
	12
(10.8%)
	16
(14.4%)
	3
(2.7%)
	50
(45%)
	30
(27%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree


Source: Researcher’s Field Survey, 2025
The data from the second table evaluates respondents’ perceptions of the impact of alliances on Nigeria’s economic development, political stability, and security architecture. Out of the six questionnaire items, five received an overall "Agree" remark, indicating positive perceptions, while one was rated "Disagree", highlighting concerns in a specific area.
Item 1, which states that strategic alliances have contributed significantly to Nigeria’s economic growth and investment opportunities, was overwhelmingly disagreed with (20.7% strongly disagreed and 72.1% disagreed), totaling 92.8% negative responses. This suggests a strong perception among respondents that strategic alliances have not yet translated into tangible economic growth or increased investments at the national level.
Conversely, Items 2 to 6 all received predominantly positive responses. Item 2—on foreign partnerships stabilizing Nigeria’s political institutions—had 80.1% agreement (48.6% agree and 31.5% strongly agree), indicating strong support for the political benefits of international collaboration. Item 3 shows that a large majority (86.5%) believe that Nigeria’s security architecture has improved due to international defense and security collaborations. Similarly, Item 4 on political resilience through diplomatic engagement had 70.2% agreement, though it also saw a notable 22.5% disagreeing, suggesting some skepticism remains. Item 5, which focuses on joint security operations and intelligence sharing, was rated positively by 78.4% of respondents, reinforcing the perception that international alliances have strengthened Nigeria’s security framework. Finally, Item 6, concerning the impact of international economic policies on local industries, also received an “Agree” remark, with 72% of respondents expressing agreement or strong agreement.
Table 4.2.4: The effectiveness of Nigeria’s foreign policy in promoting national interests through strategic partnerships.
	S/N
	Items
	SD
	D
	U
	A
	SA
	Total
	Remark

	1
	Nigeria’s	foreign	policy	has effectively		promoted	national
interests	through	strategic international partnerships.
	14
(12.6%)
	66
(59.5%)
	4
(3.6%)
	21
(18.9%)
	6
(5.4%)
	111
(100%)
	Disagree




	2
	Foreign policy decisions are aligned with Nigeria’s long-term economic, political, and security
goals.
	10
(9%)
	18
(16.2%)
	9
(8.1%)
	45
(40.5%)
	29
(26.1%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	3
	There is consistent evaluation and adjustment of foreign policy to reflect Nigeria’s evolving national
interests.
	11
(9.9%)
	10
(9%)
	1
(.9%)
	77
(69.4%)
	12
(10.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	4
	The	current	foreign	policy framework ensures mutual benefits
in Nigeria’s international alliances.
	32
(28.8%)
	19
(17.1%)
	7
(6.3%)
	26
(23.4%)
	27
(24.3%)
	111
(100%)
	Strongly Disagree

	5
	Nigeria’s diplomatic engagements
are proactive and strategically beneficial.
	11
(9.9%)
	10
(9%)
	8
(7.2%)
	57
(51.4%)
	25
(22.5%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	6
	Strategic	partnerships	pursued under  Nigeria’s  foreign  policy
have improved the country's global image.
	5
(4.5%)
	15
(13.5%)
	5
(4.5%)
	63
(56.8%)
	23
(20.7%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree


Source: Researcher’s Field Survey, 2025
The table presents respondents’ views on the effectiveness of Nigeria’s foreign policy in promoting national interests through strategic partnerships. Out of six items, four were rated “Agree,” one “Disagree,” and one “Strongly Disagree,” indicating a mixed perception overall. Item 1 reveals a largely negative sentiment, with 72.1% (12.6% strongly disagree, 59.5% disagree) rejecting the idea that Nigeria’s foreign policy effectively promotes national interests through strategic partnerships. This resulted in an overall “Disagree” remark, signaling concern over how foreign policy is aligned with national priorities. Similarly, Item 4, which posits that the current foreign policy framework ensures mutual benefits in international alliances, had 45.9% disagreement (28.8% strongly disagree, 17.1% disagree), making it the only item marked “Strongly Disagree.” This indicates a significant lack of confidence in the reciprocal value of Nigeria’s international engagements.
In contrast, Item 2, on alignment of foreign policy with long-term goals, had a positive majority (66.6% agreed or strongly agreed), showing some confidence in the strategic direction of Nigeria’s foreign engagements. Item 3 was even more strongly supported, with 80% agreement (69.4% agree, 10.6% strongly agree), reflecting belief in the adaptive nature of Nigeria’s foreign policy. Item 5 suggests that 73.9% believe Nigeria’s diplomatic engagements are proactive and beneficial. Item 6, which assesses the impact of strategic partnerships on Nigeria’s global image, also received strong support (77.5% agree or strongly agree).
Table 4.2.5: Challenges and limitations facing Nigeria in leveraging foreign policy for sustainable national growth
	S/N
	Items
	SD
	D
	U
	A
	SA
	Total
	Remark

	1
	Inadequate implementation of foreign policy limits Nigeria’s ability  to  achieve  sustainable
national growth.
	26
(23.4%)
	5
(4.5%)
	5
(4.5%)
	42
(37%)
	33
(29.7%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	2
	Foreign		policy	 inconsistencies across	different	administrations
reduce long-term strategic impact.
	9
(8.1%)
	18
(16.2%)
	3
(2.7%)
	57
(51.4%)
	24
(21.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree




	3
	Political instability within Nigeria undermines the credibility of its
foreign policy initiatives.
	6
(5.4%)
	19
(17.1%)
	4
(3.6%)
	60
(54.1%)
	22
(19.8%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	4
	Dependence on foreign aid and external influence weakens Nigeria’s autonomy in international
decision-making.
	26
(23.4%)
	4
(3.6%)
	6
(5.4%)
	45
(40.5%)
	30
(27%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	5
	Limited funding and poor budgetary allocation affect Nigeria’s ability to execute foreign policy initiatives
effectively.
	9
(8.1%)
	18
(16.2%)
	3
(2.7%)
	57
(51.4%)
	24
(21.6%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	6
	There	is	insufficient	public awareness and engagement with the
goals and benefits of Nigeria’s foreign policy.
	26
(23.4%)
	5
(4.5%)
	5
(4.5%)
	42
(37.8%)
	33
(29.7%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree

	7
	Nigeria	lacks	the	diplomatic capacity  to  effectively  negotiate
favorable international agreements.
	22
(19.8%)
	54
(48.6%)
	7
(6.3%)
	19
(17.1%)
	9
(8.1%)
	111
(100%)
	Disagree

	8
	Corruption and weak institutional frameworks hinder Nigeria from
fully benefiting from international partnerships.
	10
(9%)
	19
(17.1%)
	4
(3.6%)
	57
(51.4%)
	21
(18.9%)
	111
(100%)
	Agree


Source: Researcher’s Field Survey, 2025
The data in the table assesses respondents’ views on the challenges and limitations facing Nigeria in leveraging foreign policy for sustainable national growth. Out of the eight items, seven were rated “Agree” and one was rated “Disagree”, indicating that respondents largely recognize and acknowledge substantial obstacles affecting the effectiveness of Nigeria’s foreign policy implementation. Notably, Items 1 and 6 which both emphasize inadequate implementation and poor public awareness received strong agreement, with 66.7% each affirming these as significant constraints. Item 2, on inconsistencies in foreign policy across administrations, had 73% agreement, suggesting that frequent shifts in strategy hinder the ability to maintain long-term impact. Likewise, Item 3 highlights how internal political instability negatively influences Nigeria’s foreign policy credibility, with 73.9% of respondents agreeing.
Item 4, which discusses Nigeria’s dependence on foreign aid and external influence, also received 67.5% agreement, pointing to concerns about compromised autonomy in international decision-making. Item 5 reinforces the problem of poor funding, echoed by 73% of respondents, aligning with broader structural weaknesses in policy execution. Item 8—on the role of corruption and weak institutions garnered 70.3% agreement, underlining systemic barriers to maximizing foreign partnerships. The only item to receive a “Disagree” rating was Item 7, which stated that Nigeria lacks the diplomatic capacity to negotiate favorable agreements. With 68.4% disagreeing or strongly disagreeing, the data suggests that respondents believe Nigeria has sufficient diplomatic expertise, even if broader systemic issues remain.
Table 4.2.6: Regression
Table 4.2.6.1: Model Summaryb

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error of the Estimate
	Durbin-Watson




	1
	.703a
	.494
	.479
	.62788
	1.868


a. Predictors: (Constant), challenge, impact, effectiveness
b. Dependent Variable: strategy
The model summary indicates that the regression model has a multiple correlation coefficient (R) of 0.703, suggesting a strong positive relationship between the combined predictors (challenge, impact, and effectiveness) and the dependent variable (strategy). The R Square value is 0.494, meaning that approximately 49.4% of the variance in strategy is explained by the three predictors. The Adjusted R Square is slightly lower at 0.479, accounting for the number of predictors and the sample size, and confirming that the model still explains a substantial proportion of variance. The standard error of the estimate is 0.62788, which represents the average distance between the actual data points and the predicted values of strategy; lower values indicate better fit. The Durbin-Watson statistic is 1.868, which falls within the acceptable range (1.5–2.5), suggesting that there is no significant autocorrelation in the residuals, and thus the independence of errors assumption is reasonably met. Overall, the model appears to be a good fit for explaining the variation in strategy based on the three predictors.





Table 4.2.6.2: ANOVAa


	Model
	Sum of Squares
	Df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	
	Regression
	41.130
	3
	13.710
	34.776
	.000b

	1
	Residual
	42.183
	107
	.394
	
	

	
	Total
	83.314
	110
	
	
	


a. Dependent Variable: strategy
b. Predictors: (Constant), challenge, impact, effectiveness


The ANOVA table shows that the model is statistically significant overall, with an F-value of 34.776 and a p-value of .000 (p < 0.01). This indicates that the combination of the three predictors significantly explains variation in strategy. The regression sum of squares is 41.130 with 3 degrees of freedom, representing the variability in strategy that is explained by the model. The residual sum of squares is 42.183 with 107 degrees of freedom, which reflects the unexplained variance. The total variance in strategy is 83.314. The mean square for the regression is 13.710, while the mean square for the residual is 0.394. Given the significant F-statistic and low p-value, we conclude that at least one of the independent variables (challenge, impact, or effectiveness) contributes meaningfully to predicting strategy.
Table 4.2.6.3: Coefficientsa


	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients
	Standardized Coefficients
	t
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	(Constant)
	-.068
	.385
	
	-.177
	.860

	impact
	.180
	.101
	.144
	1.789
	.076

	1
	
	
	
	
	

	effectiveness
	.619
	.102
	.504
	6.059
	.000

	challenge
	.232
	.060
	.281
	3.863
	.000


a. Dependent Variable: strategy


This table presents the coefficients of a multiple linear regression model where strategy is the dependent variable and impact, effectiveness, and challenge are the independent (predictor) variables. The regression coefficients show how each independent variable contributes to the prediction of strategy. The model’s constant (intercept) is - 0.068, but it is not statistically significant (p = .860), indicating that when all predictors are zero, the predicted value of strategy is not meaningfully different from zero. Among the predictors, effectiveness has the strongest influence on strategy with an unstandardized coefficient (B) of 0.619 and a standardized beta of 0.504. This relationship is statistically significant (p = .000), suggesting that a one-unit increase in effectiveness is associated with a 0.619 increase in the strategy score, holding other variables constant. Challenge also significantly predicts strategy (B = 0.232, Beta = 0.281, p = .000), indicating a moderate positive influence. Interestingly, impact has a positive but marginally non-significant effect (B = 0.180, p = .076), meaning its contribution to strategy is weaker and not statistically conclusive at the 0.05 level. Overall, effectiveness and challenge are significant predictors of strategy, while impact shows a positive trend that may require further investigation or a larger sample to confirm significance.


Table 4.2.6.4: Correlations

	
	strategy
	impact
	effectiveness
	challenge

	
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	
	
	

	Strategy
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	
	.
	

	
	N
	111
	
	
	

	
	Pearson Correlation
	.374**
	1
	.
	

	Impact
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	
	
	.

	
	N
	111
	111
	
	

	
	Pearson Correlation
	.647**
	.486**
	1
	.

	Effectiveness
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	
	.

	
	N
	111
	111
	111
	

	
	Pearson Correlation
	.403**
	-.054
	.258**
	1

	Challenge
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.572
	.006
	

	
	N
	111
	111
	111
	111



**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

The correlation analysis reveals important relationships among the variables of strategy, impact, effectiveness, and challenge. Strategy shows a strong positive and statistically significant correlation with effectiveness (r = .647, p
< 0.01), indicating that well-developed strategies are closely associated with higher levels of effectiveness. Additionally, there is a moderate positive and significant relationship between strategy and impact (r = .374, p < 0.01), suggesting that effective strategies contribute to greater impact. Interestingly, strategy also correlates moderately and positively with challenges (r = .403, p < 0.01), implying that implementing strategic initiatives may come with increased operational or organizational challenges. Impact is moderately and significantly associated with effectiveness (r = .486, p < 0.01), showing that as impact increases, so does the perceived effectiveness. However, there is no significant relationship between impact and challenges (r = -0.054, p = 0.572), indicating that the level of impact does not necessarily relate to the extent of challenges faced. Lastly, effectiveness has a weak but statistically significant positive correlation with challenges (r = .258, p < 0.01), which may suggest that more effective efforts are accompanied by some level of increased difficulty, possibly due to complexity or scale of operations. Overall, strategy emerges as a central factor influencing both impact and effectiveness, albeit with some associated challenges.
4.3 Discussion of Findings
Nigeria’s strategic alliances reveals a largely positive perception, particularly in areas of diplomacy, security, and national interest alignment. Out of six items, five received an “Agree” rating, affirming respondents’ confidence in the benefits of international cooperation. A significant proportion agreed that alliances with international organizations have enhanced Nigeria’s global diplomatic relevance (76.6%), bolstered national security (80.2%), and supported national interest alignment (73.8%). These findings align with Adetula (2019) and Eze & Ukeje (2020), who argue that Nigeria’s strategic partnerships—especially with regional bodies like ECOWAS and global institutions such as the UN have elevated its diplomatic visibility and reinforced regional security frameworks. The public’s perception that Nigeria is effectively leveraging these alliances for security gains is echoed in Akinboye & Adebisi (2021), who note that joint military training, anti-terrorism efforts, and intelligence-sharing agreements have enhanced Nigeria's internal security, especially in counter-terrorism operations. Conversely, skepticism remains about economic returns. The disagreement with Item 1 (53.1% disagreed that alliances have improved economic development) reflects wider concerns in the literature. For instance, Oni & Ayodele (2022) assert that while Nigeria has formed numerous bilateral and multilateral economic partnerships, the impact on trade diversification and domestic industrial growth has been minimal due to policy inconsistency and corruption. This also aligns with Okonkwo (2023), who argues that Nigeria often enters economic alliances from a position of weakness, limiting the strategic advantage gained from such partnerships. Technological and educational outcomes from alliances also received mixed feedback (45.9% agreement vs. 46.8% disagreement). This ambivalence is consistent with Yahaya & Danjuma (2020), who contend that while foreign technical aid and educational exchange programs exist, their scalability and impact on national development are still constrained by domestic underinvestment and poor coordination.

Findings from objective two shows that in Nigeria’s political and security partnerships through strategic alliances, but noting persistent challenges in translating these alliances into meaningful economic growth. Adeniyi and Olayiwola (2022) found that Nigeria’s involvement in regional and international security frameworks, such as the Multinational Joint Task Force (MNJTF) and ECOWAS-led missions, has led to improved tactical coordination and enhanced national security, echoing respondents’ agreement in Items 3 and 5. They argue that these alliances have been instrumental in mitigating transnational threats like terrorism and piracy. Similarly, Okonkwo (2023) emphasized that Nigeria’s diplomatic engagement—especially with global bodies like the United Nations and African Union has fostered greater political legitimacy and institutional development. This reflects the 80.1% and 70.2% agreement levels seen in Items 2 and 4 on political stability and resilience. However, scholars also echo public skepticism about the economic impact of these alliances. Mohammed and Adebayo (2021) observed that while Nigeria continues to sign bilateral and multilateral economic agreements, the benefits have largely failed to trickle down due to weak

implementation, poor infrastructure, and policy inconsistency. This supports the strong disagreement (92.8%) with Item 1 regarding the contribution of strategic alliances to economic growth. Eze and Uche (2022) assert that although foreign economic policies have occasionally provided sector-specific gains (e.g., in agriculture and technology), they are often not comprehensive enough to drive nationwide industrialization, a nuance reflected in Item 6, where 72% agreed on the impact on local industries, yet broader economic transformation remains in doubt.

Findings on the effectiveness of Nigeria’s foreign policy in promoting national interests through strategic partnerships Adebayo and Olusola (2023) discuss how Nigeria's foreign policy, while adaptive, struggles with consistent alignment to national priorities. They argue that despite its proactivity in engaging with international organizations and strategic partners, Nigeria’s foreign policy often falls short in translating these engagements into tangible benefits, particularly in terms of national economic growth and political stability. This reflects the negative sentiment observed in Item 1, where 72.1% of respondents disagreed with the idea that foreign policy effectively promotes national interests. In agreement with the finding in Item 3, Akinyele (2022) highlights that Nigeria’s foreign policy has become more adaptive in response to changing global dynamics, particularly in areas of security and political resilience. Akinyele suggests that the flexibility of Nigeria's foreign policy allows it to better adjust to new global challenges, such as terrorism and regional instability, which aligns with the strong support (80%) for the adaptive nature of Nigeria’s foreign policy in the survey. On the disagreement with the reciprocal value of international alliances, Ibrahim (2021) points out that Nigeria's foreign policy framework often lacks the necessary coherence and long-term strategy to guarantee mutual benefits from its international alliances. This criticism aligns with the findings of Item 4, where 45.9% of respondents disagreed with the notion that the current foreign policy framework ensures mutual benefits, particularly with respect to economic and security outcomes. In contrast, Odumosu and Asante (2022) underscore the positive impact of Nigeria's diplomatic engagements on its global image and political influence. They argue that Nigeria's active participation in the African Union, ECOWAS, and the United Nations has enhanced its global standing and influence, echoing the strong support seen in Items 5 and 6, where respondents agreed that Nigeria’s diplomatic engagements were proactive and beneficial, and that these alliances have positively impacted Nigeria’s global image.

The findings on the challenges and limitations facing Nigeria in leveraging foreign policy for sustainable national growth align with several recent scholarly perspectives. These scholars have identified similar constraints and concerns that hinder the full potential of Nigeria’s foreign policy. Adewale and Ojo (2023) discuss the ineffective implementation of foreign policy and the lack of public awareness as significant barriers to achieving sustainable growth. They emphasize that Nigeria’s foreign policy strategies often lack consistent follow-through, and there is insufficient effort to communicate the policy goals and outcomes to the public. This mirrors the findings in Item 1 and Item 6, which emphasize inadequate implementation and poor public awareness. Similarly, Okafor (2022) explores the issue of foreign policy inconsistencies between administrations, a challenge highlighted in Item 2. Okafor argues that frequent shifts in foreign policy priorities across different government administrations have resulted in a fragmented approach that hampers Nigeria's ability to build long-term strategic relationships. This inconsistency undermines the effectiveness of foreign policy and its impact on sustainable development. On political instability, Ibrahim (2021) points to the detrimental effects of internal political crises on Nigeria’s foreign policy credibility. The study highlights that political instability not only weakens Nigeria’s internal governance but also erodes its standing in international relations, echoing the concerns raised in Item 3 regarding how internal instability damages Nigeria's international image. Regarding dependence on foreign aid, Adedeji (2022) discusses how Nigeria’s reliance on external funding often leads to compromised sovereignty in decision-making processes. This concern reflects the sentiment expressed in Item 4, where 67.5% of respondents agreed that Nigeria’s dependence on foreign aid limits its autonomy in global negotiations and decision-making. Funding and resource constraints are also a common theme in recent literature. Chijioke (2023) underscores that poor funding and budgetary allocations negatively impact the execution of foreign policy, with insufficient resources often leading to the ineffective implementation of key initiatives. This aligns with the finding in Item 5, where 73% of respondents agreed that inadequate funding is a critical

issue. On corruption and weak institutions, Eze (2022) highlights how systemic issues such as corruption, lack of accountability, and weak governance structures significantly hinder Nigeria’s ability to fully capitalize on its international engagements.

Eze argues that these weaknesses prevent Nigeria from effectively leveraging foreign partnerships to foster national development, mirroring the findings in Item 8, where 70.3% of respondents identified these issues as major limitations. Lastly, Nwachukwu (2023) addresses the idea that Nigeria’s diplomatic capacity is often underestimated. He argues that despite systemic issues, Nigeria does possess competent diplomats who can negotiate favorable agreements. This view counters the perception in Item 7, where 68.4% of respondents disagreed with the idea that Nigeria lacks the diplomatic capacity to effectively negotiate international agreements.
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