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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper explores a important and enduring issue in consumption theory by empirically investigating the applicability of the Permanent Income Hypothesis (PIH) within a sub-national context in a developing economy. Centring on Akwa Ibom State, the research provides region-specific micro-level evidence to a body of work that is often dominated by macro-level or national studies. The effort to combine socio-demographic characteristics with forward-looking consumption theory is noteworthy and increases the policy relevance of the study. Moreover, evaluating traditional consumption theories in economically diverse and resource-reliant areas adds depth to the discussion on the external validity and boundary conditions of well-established economic models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title reflects the central theme of the study; however, it requires refinement for clarity, grammatical accuracy and precision like “Households Consumption Pattern” should be “Household Consumption Patterns.”  & Scope (North-East Senatorial District vs. entire Akwa Ibom State) appears inconsistent in the manuscript and should be clarified.
	

	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 current abstract details the study's goals and research methods but needs revision to achieve better statistical transparency and academic precision. The text requires empirical data which must include R values and significance levels while showing that most regression coefficients stayed statistically insignificant despite their theoretical relationship. The study needs to determine whether it provides strong evidence for the Permanent Income Hypothesis (PIH) or only shows a relationship between two variables. The study needs to remove extra mentions of SPSS and other statistical tools because they distract from its professional tone while their present use creates exaggerated claims about a small part of regression results that explain different outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript exhibits strong theoretical foundation through its demonstration of classical consumption theories which include Keynes and Modigliani & Brumberg and Friedman and Hall. The regression models show extremely low R² values which range from 0.004 to 0.009 together with predictors that do not reach statistical significance. The manuscript shows excessive assessment of model explanatory power and theoretical confirmation through its usage of micro-data low R² which can appear in such data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The existing reference list needs updates because it shows its outdated state and requires new research studies which have been published since 2015. The new study needs to include two sources which describe the difficulties of using Likert scales for economic assessment together with actual micro-survey results from the World Bank's Living Standards Measurement Study (LSMS) to solve current measurement problems and establish a stronger basis for comparing study results.
	

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


	The writing contains unnecessary repetition which makes its content less accurate. The paper needs professional proofreading because it contains minor yet continuous errors in spacing and capitalization and punctuation that must be corrected to achieve academic publication standards of clarity and polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author needs to deliver better econometric evidence which shows how people think about Permanent Income Hypothesis (PIH) through their personal views about life and their academic expertise. The study would be significantly strengthened by replacing Likert-scale indices with actual income and expenditure data, which would improve research question alignment through regression results while researchers tested different model specifications that included non-linear effects and interaction terms for robustness testing. The discussion needs to present all aspects of the model's limited explanatory power while it requires a separate limitations section to explain the study's restrictions which come from its use of cross-sectional data and self-reported information.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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