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1. The analytical techniques used in the study were not highlighted in the abstract

2. This statement, “For smallholder agriculture to contribute significantly to achieving SDG 2, it is essential to include rural smallholder farmers in the formal financial system” is inadequate to connect the impact or relationship between financial inclusion and agricultural output in Nigeria.

3. Write a statement to introduce the rest of the sections of the study after the introduction section. 

4. A search of the internet shows that are still many empirical papers on the topic. The author should make use of these papers to enrich the empirical literature review.

5. Moreover, the author failed to narrow this topic to any theoretical background. 

6. This sentence, “However, the F-statistics co-efficient of 0.070531 suggested that the explanatory variables had an insignificant effect on agricultural output, and the Granger Causality Test provided further evidence that no causal relationship existed between financial inclusion and agricultural sector output” should be broken into two.

7. The heading, “ARDL” and its following details, should come under the, “Materials and Methods”. The derivation of the ARDL equation should be specified with the variables of the study.

8. The formulae and rational for the preliminary tests: unit root test and cointegration should be specified and explained, under the methods section.

9. The ECM Coefficient in the ARDL result indicates that the model overshoots/overcorrects the deviation from long run equilibrium. This means that the system does not converge properly to equilibrium in the long run. This could mean that there is model specification, omitted variables, multicollinearity or lag specification problems in the model. Therefore, the model should be respecified and analysis repeated.

10. The Conclusion of the study seems very poorly done. The heading, “conclusion and recommendations” should be restricted to “conclusion”. 
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