

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_2332

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EFFECT OF BANK LENDING ON ECONOMIC GROWTH IN NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	


[bookmark: _Hlk171324449][bookmark: _Hlk170903434]
	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.

	The introduction is well constructed, and outlines what is intended in the article, by building the general framework of analysis. The study questions are clearly stated, the working hypotheses are correctly formulated. The specialized literature is adequately constructed, and  The methodology is well constructed and the results are presented correctly in broad terms. However, be careful of some expressions, for example: "From the estimation results presented in Table 5, the consistent positive impact exhibited by money supply on economic growth is not statistically significant at 5% level, as the probability value associated with the estimated coefficient is higher than 0.05. " from the table it appears that the probability is below 0.05 for the money supply. The aforementioned finding, however, applies to the BC (Bank credit rate) variable. The aforementioned finding applies, however, to the variable BC (Bank credit rate). There is also a small linguistic error "The results reveals" instead of "The results reveal".
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 topic is of interest, and the abstract is well constructed, stating what the article aims to achieve and how (methodology), also highlighting the importance of the results obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, although a verification of the findings and expressions should be pursued, so that there are no discrepancies between the results and the comments.
	

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

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	A very good article, well and correctly constructed, without unnecessary theoretical ramblings, focused on the starting hypotheses, with clear and scientifically well-articulated answers.
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	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)

No
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