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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 manuscript contributes to the scientific community by applying time series techniques to petroleum products sales in Nigeria. This work will be particularly important because it demonstrates the practical application of econometrics tools such as autocorrelation and AR to real-world economic data in a developing economy context. The findings can support practitioners, policymakers and researchers interested in forecasting energy-related time series data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the current title is clear, but it does not specify the geographical scope (Nigeria) or the time frame, and both are central to this study
	

	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.


	No. Although the abstract gives a general overview of the study however:
1. The time frame is incorrectly stated as “2025 to 2021” 

2. The abstract does not explain how the AR (1) model was identified or why it was chosen.
3. The results and forecasts are not quantified, that is, no specific forecast values.

4. There should be policy implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, the manuscript is not fully scientifically correct because the methodology is incomplete, and the results are not interpreted. There is no formal stationary test nor proper model identification or selection.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, more recent articles should be included because the field of time series has continued to advance and there is no in-text citation

	

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


	The English quality is not yet suitable for scholarly communications. There are grammatical errors. The introduction includes a long historical narrative that is informative but not well integrated with the research objectives.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The last sentence in the introduction is incomplete. 
· Although the authors implicitly discussed the discovery of petroleum in Nigeria, they did not discuss petroleum products, which is the actual focus of the topic.
· The data source was not mentioned, and the rationale for using AR model in the data analysis was not explained. In addition, the manuscript does not discuss What have previous literature have said about this methodology.
· The tables and results are difficult to follow and require clearer formatting and interpretation.
· The font type and font size are inconsistent across different sections of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO
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