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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.


	This manuscript examines the effect of migrant remittances on Nigeria’s economic growth using annual time series data (1990–2023) and the Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) approach. The topic is academically and practically relevant, as remittances have become a significant source of foreign exchange for developing countries, including Nigeria. The study contributes to the literature by jointly analyzing remittances, inflation, exchange rate, and foreign direct investment (FDI) in both short-run and long-run empirical models. With a relatively long dataset and appropriate econometric methodology, the findings enrich the policy discussion on optimizing remittances for sustainable economic growth.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Migrant Remittances and Economic Growth: Evidence from Nigeria” is suitable. However, it could be strengthened to include methodology or study period, for example:
“Migrant Remittances and Economic Growth in Nigeria: Evidence from ARDL Analysis (1990–2023)”


	

	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 presents the background, methodology, variables, main results, and policy recommendations. However, some sentences are overly long, affecting readability. Recommendations:

1) Separate the short-run and long-run results more clearly.

2) Include key statistical values (e.g., significant coefficients) to strengthen the scientific impression.

3) Correct minor grammar issues (e.g., “negative association” → “a negative association”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the ARDL method is appropriate for the integration order of the variables. Stationarity tests, cointegration analysis, and model diagnostics were performed correctly. Improvements suggested:

· Expand discussion on why the impact of remittances differs in the short run and long run.

· Provide deeper interpretation of the negative short-run effect of FDI and its policy relevance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are credible and include literature from 2013–2024. However, theoretical sources are dominated by older works (e.g., Solow, 1956). It is recommended to add more recent theoretical studies (last 5 years) to strengthen the state of the art.


	

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


	The English is understandable but needs improvement in grammar, spelling, and sentence structure to meet international scholarly standards. A professional language edit is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is relevant and well-structured, with an appropriate dataset and methodology. The results have policy implications. Suggested improvements: refine the abstract, improve language, expand result discussion, and update theoretical references
- Strengths: Relevant topic, long dataset, appropriate methodology, statistically and policy-significant findings.
- Weaknesses: Requires language improvement, deeper result interpretation, and updated theoretical references
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