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	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.


	This paper talks about an important topic in the field of economics and finance: how money supply and inflation affect stock market performance in developing countries. Considering the ups and downs in financial markets, especially in Nigeria and other similar economies, this research offers insights that can help shape monetary policy and guide investment choices. It's particularly relevant now as we recover from COVID and deal with ongoing inflation around the world. Using real data, the study looks at how macroeconomic factors impact the Nigerian stock market.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it reflects the key variables and context of the study. However, a slightly revised version could make it more specific and engaging. Suggested alternative:

“The Impact of Money Supply and Inflation on Stock Market Performance: Evidence from Nigeria”
	

	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.


	The abstract is fairly comprehensive, presenting the background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, I recommend the following improvements:

i. Include the sample period explicitly in the abstract.

ii. Mention the data source (e.g., CBN, NSE) used.

iii. State a key statistical result or quantitative finding to strengthen the abstract’s impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is solid from a scientific standpoint and has a clear structure. The research design aligns well with the objectives, and the econometric methods used, like time series analysis and diagnostic tests, are both standard and acceptable. That said, it would be helpful to provide more detail on the stationarity tests and to justify the model specification more thoroughly. Additionally, the theoretical framework could use a bit more discussion to connect monetary theory with stock market behavior.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include some recent sources.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable but would benefit from thorough proofreading for grammar, punctuation, and academic tone. Some sentences are verbose or awkwardly constructed. Consider a language editing service to ensure fluency and scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper presents a relevant and timely topic with sound methodology. The empirical analysis is meaningful, and the findings have practical implications for policy and investment strategy. Minor revisions especially in language clarity and reference updates would enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
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