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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.


	The relationship between fiscal restructuring and economic growth is very important issue, especially in developing countries, including Nigeria. It became essentially important after the period of the COVID Pandemic, as governments all over the world intervened in order to cope with medical crisis and safe lives and intervened in the national economy in order to safe working places.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is seen as suitable and clear, although relatively short. Namely, today one can see that titles are usually very complex and too long. 
	

	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 clear and concentrated on the investigation, which tried to illuminate the relationship between fiscal restructuring and growth in Nigeria. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically correct as it includes: the problem explanation, research and social objectives, hypothesis explanation and elaboration. Usually, in research paper one can face with no explanation of the state of the national economy. However, author(s) clearly explained what happened in Nigerian economy during the period under consideration, including the essence of fiscal measures. The investigation is methodologically correct and explained. So, the paper can be assessed as an original research paper.  
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	The number of references is above minimal requirement and new, just fewer are older than  10 years. 
	

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


	Language is correct.
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	If consider author(s) consider useful it would be correct to add some limitations of the study.  
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