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	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 addresses a critical issue in econometric modeling: the challenge of multicollinearity in forecasting economic indicators. By comparing Ridge Regression and Bayesian Regression to the conventional OLS approach using both simulated and real Nigerian data, the study offers practical insights into model performance under complex conditions. The use of real-world data spanning over two decades enhances the relevance of the findings for applied researchers and policymakers alike. The comparative framework and clear focus on predictive accuracy contribute meaningfully to the literature on regression analysis in economics.
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	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.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are largely sufficient and recent. However, adding a few more contemporary and applied sources, particularly related to Bayesian applications in economics and updated treatments of multicollinearity, would enhance the manuscript’s scholarly grounding and relevance.
	

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


	The English is adequate for a draft, but not yet suitable for publication without revision. Moderate to substantial language editing is recommended to improve clarity, grammar, and consistency, ensuring the manuscript meets the standards expected in scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript explores a relevant and well-defined problem in econometric modelling, multicollinearity, using a thoughtful comparative approach. The inclusion of both simulated and real-world economic data adds credibility and practical value to the analysis. The methodology is generally sound, and the structure of the paper is logical. However, the manuscript would benefit from improvements in language clarity, consistency in notation, and more concise explanations in some technical sections. With revisions to language and presentation, the paper has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the literature on regression modeling in economics.
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