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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.


	The manuscript is very important to the scientific community since it add its voice on the conflicting findings regarding remittances on economic growth in Nigeria through employing ARDL analysis. By considering a sample of 40 years sample observations the manuscript demonstrates the remittances have shown an insignificant short run effect and a negative long run effect, challenging conventional theories such as the Solow-Swan model.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems suitable as it clearly shows the focus of the study (remittances and economic growth), geographic scope (Nigeria) as well as the methodology. However, the title sounds more familiar perhaps minor adjustment can be made to make it a bit catch by making it more precise.
	

	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 a bit length and needs to do be reduced in size. Furthermore, the abstract does not clearly state the findings specifically and provide recommendations based on particular findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a standard scientific academic structure which flows from abstract to conclusion and policy recommendations 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem to be generally sufficient and covers a range of years. However, the manuscripts could be strengthened by including more recent studies. 
	

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


	The language is clear and professional and suitable for a scholarly paper 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The length of the paper is long and the author needs to consider resize the empirical review and the abstract.
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