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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 study makes a valuable contribution to the existing literature by moving beyond the traditional focus on capital and recurrent expenditure to specifically incorporate government subsidies to farmers into the analysis of agricultural output in Nigeria. By applying the ARDL bounds testing approach to a current dataset (1991-2025), the research provides fresh empirical evidence on the distinct short-run and long-run effects of different types of public spending. Its findings, particularly the ineffectiveness of capital expenditure and subsidies, offer critical, evidence-based insights for policymakers seeking to reform agricultural spending for tangible productivity gains. Furthermore, the study's anchoring in Keynesian theory provides a robust framework for understanding how public fiscal policy can be more strategically leveraged to stimulate growth in a vital sector of a developing economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.

It is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study's core focus by identifying the key variables (government expenditure and agricultural output) and the geographical context (Nigeria).
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive.

It effectively summarizes the entire study by clearly stating the research problem, objectives, theoretical framework, methodology, key empirical findings, and policy recommendations. No additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.

The study is well-anchored in a relevant theoretical framework (Keynesian theory) and employs an appropriate econometric technique (ARDL bounds testing) that matches the integration properties of the time series data. The methodology is clearly outlined, and the analysis is logically structured, moving from unit root testing to co-integration and then to short-run and long-run estimation. The discussion of findings is consistent with the empirical results, and the conclusions and policy recommendations are directly derived from the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and reasonably recent.

The manuscript cites several relevant studies from 2020 to 2025, including Igweze-Ekwunife and Okpala (2022), Ologbenla (2023), and Gana et al. (2024). However, to strengthen the literature review, consider adding the following recent studies that employ similar methodologies and theoretical frameworks:

Rauff, S. A., & Odeniyi, O. (2025). Foreign and Domestic Agricultural Capital Investments and Agricultural Development Nexus in Nigeria. FUO-Journal of Educational Research. This study uses ARDL modeling and examines agricultural subsidies, finding positive and significant links with agricultural development .

Shaibu, U. M., et al. (2025). Infrastructure and Sustainable Food Production in Nigeria: An Empirical Study of the FAO Methodology and Keynesian Theory on Government Spending. Research on World Agricultural Economy, 6(2), 394-409. This study directly engages with Keynesian theory and examines government spending effects on agricultural output .

Alabi, R. A., & Abu, G. (2023). The Impact of Agricultural Public Expenditure on Agricultural Productivity in Nigeria. African Economic Research Consortium Policy Brief No.790. This study specifically compares capital versus recurrent expenditure effects and finds that spending on irrigation has the highest impact while subsidies have the least 
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.

The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English with well-structured sentences and appropriate terminology. The arguments are presented logically, and the technical econometric concepts are explained in a comprehensible manner. Only minor typographical errors (e.g., "4..01" in Table 2, "O.0000" in Table 4) require correction, but these do not impede overall understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed study that addresses a relevant policy issue with robust methodology. The manuscript is logically structured, and the inclusion of subsidies as a distinct variable fills an important gap in the literature. The paper is suitable for acceptance.
This manuscript is of high quality and suitable for acceptance with only minor typographical corrections. The study is theoretically grounded, methodologically robust, and provides valuable empirical insights with clear policy implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.

The study uses secondary data obtained from publicly available sources (Central Bank of Nigeria Statistical Bulletin and National Bureau of Statistics), which does not require ethical clearance or informed consent. The authors have properly cited all sources and included a competing interests disclaimer stating no known conflicts of interest. The research appears to have been conducted with integrity and transparency.
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