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	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.


	By modelling real GDP per capita as a function of government expenditure on education, female secondary school enrolment, and Gender Parity Index (GPI) for primary school enrolment, the manuscript presents most recent evidence on the effect of gendered education investment on economic growth in Nigeria. In a rapidly evolving global economy, where equal opportunities for both males and females are being advocated for, this research highlights the importance of gender-targeted education investments on Nigeria’s economic trajectory to enhance productivity, reduce poverty, and foster inclusive growth. The findings and policy recommendations can guide Nigeria and other developing nations in crafting education strategies that not only address gender bias in education investments but also address current growth deficits and position their economies to meet future challenges and opportunities, such as the demands of a knowledge-based global economy.
	

	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.


	The abstract is not well crafted. There are omissions and unnecessary inclusions. The abstract should capture what was done, why it was done, how it was done, key findings, conclusion and key policy recommendations.
The abstract should start with a preceding general statement of problem in one sentence, before the title of the study. This was omitted by the researcher. The abstract should capture the specific objective(s) of the study, this was also omitted by the researcher. The researcher should delete “descriptive statistics, unit root testing, bounds cointegration analysis, residual diagnostics tests” from the abstract, and recast the sentence to capture autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) as the estimation technique. The researcher may also state the conclusion of the study in one sentence, immediately after the key findings, before the key policy recommendations. Again, the researcher should be consistent with the use of “effect” and avoid the use of “impact” as both terminologies could mean different things in research. That is to say, that the researcher should not use effect and impact interchangeably. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is room for improvement of the quality of this manuscript. Though the article is well-researched and provides valuable insights on the effect of gendered education investment on economic growth in Nigeria. However, there is a model specification error. I recommend for inclusion of either labour force participation rate or female labour force participation rate and technology variable in the model specification following the endogenous growth theory which the researcher claimed to have adopted. It is true that Nigeria is a developing country without well developed technology but some studies that focused on Nigeria have utilized electric power consumption (kWh per capita) or mobile cellular subscriptions (per 100 people) as a proxy for technology in empirical model specification and analysis. Furthermore, the researcher should describe the type of government expenditure on education utilized in the empirical analysis, and how it is measured. Is it government capital expenditure on education? Or government recurrent expenditure on education? Or total government expenditure on education? Or government expenditure on education, total (% of GDP)? Or government expenditure on education, total (% of government expenditure)? The source(s) of data for each of the variables should be pinpointed for clarity instead of generalizing. The researcher may present this using a table that captures the variables in the first column, description of the variables (or how the variables are measured) in the second column and the source(s) of data in the third column.  This is very important especially as the researcher omitted conceptual framework in the literature review. The researcher should justify the selection of the timeframe, 1990 to 2023.
The researcher should also include correlation matrix immediately after descriptive statistics, before conducting unit root test, in section 4. This will enable the researcher detect existence of multicollinearity among the independent variables or otherwise. Multicollinearity is a serious econometric problem which makes regression estimates unclear, imprecise and unreliable, and any policy inference arising thereof may be misleading with devastating effects if implemented. The researcher may also do a confirmatory test after the estimation using Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) test.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference section is current but the researcher should be consistent with a particular reference style, and reference the cited works correctly. For instance, reference number 24 has no year of publication but I am aware that the journal paper has a year of publication.  The researcher should cite only peer reviewed papers and edited books, and avoid citing unedited google search materials.
	

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


	Yes, but the researcher should conduct a thorough grammar and spell check to correct grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The researcher should incorporate visual aids to summarize key data to enhance clarity and professionalism. Refining the introduction and conclusion for succinctness and maintaining consistent formatting throughout will make the article more impactful and reader-friendly. With these adjustments, and effecting other recommended corrections, the article would be an excellent contribution to the discourse on the effect of gendered education investment on economic growth in Nigeria.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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? 
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