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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.


	The study holds significant value by attempting to provide empirical stance on the long-standing discussion regarding the trade protectionism efficacy in developing economies. By deploying ARDL model to observe short-run and long-run effects, it offers a methodological framework beyond simple correlations. The study makes a sincere attempt to enrich Endogenous Growth and Infant Industry literature analysing how protectionist strategies act as a stabiliser for exchange rate in short run and potentially spurring the structural GDP growth in the long run. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Spurring Growth or Dampening Performance: An ARDL Analysis of Efficacy of Trade Protectionism on Nigeria’s Macroeconomic Performance
OR
Efficacy of Trade Protectionism on Nigeria’s Macroeconomic Performance: An ARDL Assessment
	

	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.


	1. The study clearly states the aim i.e., nexus between strategy (protectionism) and performance, and identifies the theoretical premise along with the method adopted highlighting the divergence between short-run and long-run effects. However, it is very descriptive rather than specifying the statistical outcomes which maybe critical for readers to understand the magnitude and the reliability of the findings. 
2. The abstract repeats ‘the dampening effect of trade protection on economic growth in the short run’ twice – once in results and again in conclusion. It is suggested to present a cohesive argument.
3. ‘recent argument rests on the opinion….’ is somewhat unclear. It would be better to mention specifically the context to anchor the study in current policy realistic sense.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The empirical outcome as presented in Table 5 show the Government CapEx (LGXK) has a negative and significant effect on the GDP Growth ( t = -2.1820; p<0.05). The premise theory posits that investment in capital and labour as the primary drivers of sustainable growth, but the results (as mentioned) simply contradict the theory adopted. It is suggested to justify this result.
2. In the long-run ARDL result in Table-5, the TPR on the EXCH is statistically insignificant at p = 0.4291. However, the study only concludes that trade protection strengthens EXCH though only in the short run. An insignificant p-value means fail to reject the null hypothesis i.e., no evidence of an effect. Hence, scientifically, claiming a policy is effective based on the insignificant data is incorrect report.
3. In the Table-6, the ECT (CointEq(-1)) for UNMP model is left blank. Without this cointegrating value, the claim – trade openness affects the unemployment in the long-run is mathematically unsubstantiated. 

4. The paper makes recommendation for investment in education relying on the significance of LGXE. However, school enrolment (SELM) ( a proxy for human capital participation ) is insignificant across the models i.e., the growth might be an outcome of spending itself (fiscal stimulus) instead of the actual development of human capital.

5. The study claims that the models are stable. However, even though the R2 for the model is relatively high, several variables are insignificant, which indicates multicollinearity i.e., independent variables are too highly correlated or spurious regression i.e., unit root properties were not perfectly handled.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and outdated. While the study holds strong foundation of seminal theories, it significantly suffers from a “recency gap” and is heavily reliant on lower-tier local journals which may not meet the global impact standards as for a top-tier publication. 
Further it is suggested to closely follow the following works – 
1. Udeagha, M. C., & Ngepah, N. (2021). "The asymmetric effect of trade openness on economic growth in South Africa: A nonlinear ARDL approach." Economic Change and Restructuring, 54(2), 491–540.
2. Osabuohien, E. S., et al. (2019/2020). "Bilateral Trade Performance in West Africa: A Gravity Model Estimation." African Development Review, 31(1), 1–14.

3. Mhonyera, G. (2024). "Macroeconomic and sectoral impacts of the AfCFTA: the case of Nigeria and South Africa in light of core export competences." African Review of Economics and Finance, 16(2), 190–210.
4. Nam, H. J., & Ryu, D. (2021). "Trade openness and economic growth in Africa's regional economic communities: empirical evidence from ECOWAS and SADC." Heliyon, 7(5), e06996.
5. Zaman, M., et al. (2021). "Does regional integration matter for sustainable economic growth? Fostering the role of FDI, trade openness, and capital formation." Heliyon, 7(12), e08559.
6. Adekunle, A. O. (2025). Trade openness and Economic Growth: An empirical analysis from Nigeria. Ilomata International Journal of Tax and Accounting, 5(4), 1-12. 
7. Adekunle, A. O., Gbadebo, A. D., Akande, J. O., Yoshifumi, H., & Ndanusa, M. M.-N. (2023). Dynamics of capital flight components and domestic investment in Nigeria. Asian Economic and Financial Review, 13(7), 515–532.
8. Akamobi, O.G., Usifoh, K.S., & Ejefobihi, U.F. (2024). Macroeconomic Policy Implications of African Continental Free Trade Area (AfCFTA) for Nigeria. NG Journal of Social Development.
9. Duru, I.U., Okafor, B.O., Adikwu, F..., & Njoku, F... (2020). Trade Liberalization and Economic Growth: An Assessment of Nigerian Experience. Asian Development Policy Review.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Equation (13) and (14) are used in the text for short-run and long-run coefficients respectively, but the actual equations are numbered (7) and (8).
2. The fails to provide a clear conceptual justification for why the Trade Protectionist Rate (TPR) - defined as a ratio of CIF import prices to GDP, is a superior proxy for policy intent as against the established indices the OTRI (Overall Trade Restrictiveness Index).
3. The study postulates to investigate the nexus between strategy and performance, however it shifts focus to macroeconomic performance variables like Exchange Rate, GDP and Unemployment, but ignores to justify the focal shift and also the strategy angle as mentioned.
4. From Section 2.2.1, the presentation lacks synthesis i.e., reviews must be thematic discussion rather “Author A et al. says X, Authors B and C observed Y”.
5. The conclusion and recommendations section in very concise and are very generic. Considering, the importance or magnitude of the study the recommendations must be actionable, context-specific insights. Further, the authors fail to provide a conclusive framework to resolve the trade-off so as to qualify to observe the strategy lens.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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