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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.


	This paper addresses a policy-relevant address: whether money related approach genuinely underpins fabricating development in Nigeria. Given the country’s continuous enhancement endeavors absent from oil reliance, the consider contributes to the wrangle about on how credit conditions and macroeconomic soundness shape mechanical execution. The long time span (1981–2023) includes down to earth esteem for policymakers and analysts alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is for the most part fitting but somewhat deluding. It notices a “Vector Autoregressive Approach,” though the consider really employments an ARDL.
	

	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 is structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically, the study is largely sound:

· Unit root testing is appropriate.

· ARDL bounds testing fits mixed I(0)/I(1) integration.

· Diagnostic tests were correctly reported.

However, there are minor issues:

· Some interpretation of skewness (positive skew implying decline) is conceptually inaccurate.

· The conclusion that “monetary policy does not stimulate manufacturing” seems too broad given the short-run significance of money supply.
These are correctable concerns
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent works (2022–2024).
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs polishing

· Grammatical inconsistencies (“results shows,” “study conclude”).

· Repetition in discussion sections.

· Some long sentences reduce clarity
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Clarify variable transformations (were logs used consistently?).

· Improve table labeling—some variable names are missing in Unit Root table.
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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 details)
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