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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.

	The manuscript investigates the role of monetary policy and monetary instruments on economic development in Nigeria.
The article also reviews the arguments for why monetary transmission problems exist and why it is necessary to adapt the money supply to meet the needs of the economy.
The article is extremely interesting, the topic is current, the approach is classical, but in accordance with scientific norms, the text presents clarity and depth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	YES
	

	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.

	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Relatively ok, however, the methodology part is not clearly explained, although in the abstract and in the other sections it is approximately understood what was used. A distinct methodological section is preferable, which presents the data sources, the approaches taken and the systematization method. The literature review part, although extremely interesting, is excessively long, and perhaps would require better systematization. The results part is covered relatively quickly and perhaps it should be insisted on how the approach was made, to present the additional tests, to better clarify the results obtained.
	

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

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

	YES
	

	Optional/General comments

	Personally, I suggest a narrowing of the literature review, i.e. keeping only the part that exactly describes the subject of the article's analysis (pp.10-21). Developing a methodology section, not long, focused mainly on what is described in the article, without digressions. Better explaining the results section. Presenting additional tests to support the results. Insisting a little more on conclusions and policy recommendations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No
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