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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific and policy community for several reasons. First, it provides a timely, country-specific analysis for a major commodity-dependent economy (Nigeria) using a robust and standard econometric methodology (the VAR model). Second, it presents somewhat counter-intuitive findings that oil price shocks have a limited and transient impact on Nigeria's GDP, challenging the conventional narrative of oil-dependence. Third, the study derives concrete, evidence-based policy recommendations, such as stabilization funds and automatic fiscal rules, which are highly relevant for policymakers in Nigeria and similar resource-rich economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and descriptive. For conciseness, the authors may consider a shorter version such as: 'Nigeria’s Economic Resilience to Oil Price Shocks: Evidence from VAR Analysis.' The decision can be based on whether they prioritize brevity or the inclusion of specific keywords like 'GDP Dynamics' from the original title."
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. Nevertheless, it could be strengthened by: (i) explicitly stating the central finding that oil-price shocks have no statistically significant causal effect on Nigeria’s GDP; (ii) briefly highlighting the main policy recommendations, such as stabilization funds, automatic fiscal rules, and diversification, to emphasize the study’s applied contribution; and (iii) specifying the sample size (annual data for 1990–2023, 34 observations) to underline the robustness of the analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology is correctly applied:

· Data series were appropriately tested for unit roots using both ADF and PP tests.

· The optimal lag length for the VAR model was selected using multiple information criteria.

· Impulse Response Functions (IRFs) and Forecast Error Variance Decomposition (FEVD) were derived and interpreted correctly.

· The results are well-supported by tables and figures.

· Limitations of the findings (e.g., confidence bands encompassing zero) are discussed transparently.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover foundational and Nigeria-specific literature. To further strengthen the paper, incorporating a few more recent studies (2018-2023) that analyze oil price shocks in the modern era, particularly periods of high volatility, would be beneficial.

· Suggestion for additional reference: A paper like "Moshiri, S. (2020). Oil price shocks and output volatility in oil-exporting countries: The role of institutions. Energy Economics, 92, 104984" could be a valuable addition, linking volatility to institutional factors.


	

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


	Yes, the English quality is very good and suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, professional, and largely free of major grammatical errors. There are minor formatting oversights (e.g., the standalone "4." and "5." in Section 4), but they do not impede understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· A key strength of the paper is its clear and transparent application of the VAR methodology and the provision of accessible, plain-language interpretations of technical results (IRFs, FEVD), making it valuable for both academics and policymakers.

· The discussion could be strengthened by more explicitly linking the findings to specific historical events or policy shifts in Nigeria (e.g., oil sector reforms, changes in reserve management) to provide a deeper context for why the linkage is weak.

· Clarity: The axis labels in Figure 2 (FEVD) appear unclear or missing in the provided version. The author should ensure all figures are clearly labeled in the final version.
· Consider adding a brief comparison with other oil-exporting African countries (e.g., Angola, Algeria) to highlight Nigeria’s specific dynamics.

· Tables and figures are useful and clearly presented.

· Policy recommendations are strong and relevant; they could be condensed for sharper impact.
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