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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 the critical issue of public debt and its impact on economic growth in Nigeria, a topic of high relevance for both scholars and policymakers in emerging economies. By distinguishing between domestic and external debt and applying the ARDL bounds testing approach, the study contributes to the empirical literature on debt sustainability and growth dynamics. Its findings provide valuable insights into how debt composition influences long-run development, thereby informing fiscal policy and debt management strategies. For the scientific community, the paper enriches comparative research on debt-growth relationships and offers a methodological framework that can be applied to other developing countries facing similar fiscal challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Effects of Governmental Debt on Nigerian Economic Growth, with a Focus on the Relative Contributions of Domestic and External Debt”, is descriptive but overly long and somewhat cumbersome. While it reflects the study’s scope, it could be made more concise and engaging for scholarly communication. A shorter, sharper title would enhance readability and attract a wider academic audience.

Suggested alternative titles:

- “Public Debt and Economic Growth in Nigeria: Domestic vs. External Contributions”
	

	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 of this manuscript provides a clear overview of the research topic, objectives, and methodology (ARDL bounds testing), but it is not yet fully comprehensive by international publishing standards. While the problem statement and theoretical framing are well presented, the abstract lacks specific quantitative results and does not sufficiently highlight the policy implications of the findings. In addition, some sentences are lengthy and could be made more concise to improve readability.

Suggestions for improvement:

- Add key empirical results with numerical evidence (e.g., coefficients, significance levels, or trends).

- Strengthen the policy relevance by explicitly stating how debt composition affects Nigeria’s fiscal sustainability.

- Consider shortening complex sentences to make the abstract more direct and accessible.

- Ensure the abstract follows the IMRaD logic (background → method → results → conclusion) for clarity
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a clear theoretical foundation, drawing on Debt Overhang, Keynesian, and Neoclassical Growth theories, and applies the ARDL bounds testing methodology appropriately. The model specification and data sources (CBN, DMO, NBS, World Bank) are relevant and credible, which supports the scientific validity of the approach. However, there are some concerns: the issue of multicollinearity identified in the VIF results requires more robust treatment, and the exclusion of variables such as the exchange rate may limit the explanatory power of the model. In addition, while the empirical results are presented, the discussion could be strengthened by linking findings more explicitly to existing literature and theoretical expectations. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its design and execution, but it requires refinement in data handling, robustness checks, and deeper interpretation of results to meet scientific journal standards fully.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a range of references that cover both theoretical foundations (Debt Overhang, Keynesian, Neoclassical Growth theories) and empirical studies on Nigeria’s debt-growth relationship. However, the reference list is not yet sufficient or fully recent. Many citations stop around 2022–2023, while more recent policy reports and empirical studies (2024–2025) are missing. In addition, some sources are heavily drawn from student papers and institutional repositories, which may not meet the quality standards expected in scientific journals.

Suggestions for improvement:

- Add recent IMF, World Bank, and BIS reports (2023–2025) on debt sustainability, fiscal policy, and macroeconomic stability.

- Include updated Nigerian government sources such as the Debt Management Office (DMO) and Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN) statistical bulletins from 2024–2025.

- Strengthen the literature review with recent journal articles on debt composition and growth in Sub-Saharan Africa, particularly those using ARDL or cointegration techniques.

- Reduce reliance on student papers and unpublished theses, replacing them with peer-reviewed journal articles.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English and conveys its arguments clearly, but the language quality is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communications at the scientific journal level. Several sentences are overly long and complex, which reduces readability and flow. There are minor grammatical inconsistencies and stylistic repetitions that should be polished. The abstract and introduction, in particular, would benefit from more concise phrasing and sharper articulation of the research objectives. Overall, while the English is adequate, the manuscript requires professional language editing and stylistic refinement to meet international publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no apparent ethical concerns in this manuscript. The study is based on secondary data from credible sources such as the CBN, DMO, NBS, and World Bank, and does not involve human participants, experiments, or sensitive personal information that would require ethical clearance. However, the manuscript does not currently include a formal ethical statement or disclosure, which is often required by scientific journals to confirm compliance with research integrity standards.

It is recommended that the authors add a short statement clarifying that no ethical approval was necessary due to the use of publicly available data, and affirm adherence to academic integrity and proper citation practices. This will strengthen the manuscript’s compliance with international publishing requirements
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