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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 title of the manuscript is good but what is inside the manuscript needs a lot of work to be suitable for the scientific community in the field. I think the authors should review a lot of literature and understand what to do and then write.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The suggested modification of this title appears below.
Impact of macroeconomic factors on stock market performance: New Evidence from Nigeria
	

	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 (should be 200-250 words) should have the following sequence of presentation of the relevance, purpose, method, result, and conclusion. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	NO
	

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

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


	Language is poor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Introduction:

· Reduce redundancy and enhance clarity. The Introduction is devoted to the relevance of the research topic and the formulation of the SCIENTIFIC problem (in which this research is being conducted) as a whole. You should not conduct a literature review here.

· Clearly articulate the research gap 

· Fix grammatical errors

2- Literature review 

· The name of this section should be Literature Review and Hypothesis Development.

· The review should be concluded with 3-5 generalizing sentences in each study.

· Hypotheses of the study should be included in the literature review.

· In the literature review does not include equations.

· When writing literature review do not follow the idea of the thesis.

3- Methodology

· There is repetition and redundancy. The two-to-three paragraphs’ variables should be clearly described under sources of data.

· Lack of Clear Justification for Model Choice. The author neglects to mention diagnostic procedures such as unit root tests and stability tests which normally must be executed before implementing ARDL.

· Mathematical Model Presentation Issues. The equations described require reformulation and ensure consistent formatting and clear explanations of variables.

4- RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

· Unorganized and coordinated tables.
· When using the ARDL methodology, the long-term relationship must be demonstrated and then moved to a short-term relationship.
· The shape of the tables is inappropriate and their interpretation is unclear.
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