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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	
	

	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.
	Generally, the methodology is appropriate. The principal limitation is the length of the time series used in the estimations.  In the estimation, only 15 observations were utilized. As is known, time series data do not come from a random sample, so the statistical method depends on the limiting distribution of the dependent variable (or stochastic error term).  With only 15 observations, the estimators may not converge to their true values, and the p-values may not accurately reflect statistical significance. Given the data limitations, this study is best categorized as exploratory.​ The author should acknowledge the limitations of the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The literature review is adequate.  
	

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


	Yes. However, there are some potential mistakes. See some marks on the paper enclosed. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some specific comments are the following:  

1. The author should acknowledge the limitations of the paper, principally the few data points. 

2. In the regression table provided in the paper, the estimation period is stated as 2009 to 2023, which differs from the data period mentioned in the abstract (2014 to 2023).  

1. The Durbin-Watson statistics detect first-order autocorrelation in the residuals of a regression model. It does not account for higher-order autocorrelation.  However, with  15 observations, other diagnostic tests may not be useful. 

2. The abbreviation POS (Point of Sale) is not defined before it appears in the abstract. 

3. The authors did not discuss the results of the unit root tests or include them in the paper. 

4. The paper does not point out why the Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) method was chosen over other estimation techniques.  

5. The paper does not consider any structural change in the Nigerian economy during the period of analysis (2009–2023).
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