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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Topics is interested, but | introduction there isn’t yet about research gap. Author
must explain why agricultural sector ? In the theoretical perspective, tis manuscripts
still lack of explanation. Author must elaborater relevan theory and relevant
research. In the data analysis, its still lack of final model estimation of VECM (not
only express eviews output). The model is premature to judge econometric model
about agricultural sector (output and government expenditure) and output (GDP). In
the discussion, there was not discussion and ergumentation about empirical result.

Majority of the issue raised by the reviewer has been corrected in the
manuscript. Also, | believe some of the reviewer comments is based on the
omission of the literature reviews, which is now included in the revised paper.

Minor REVISION comments

Author must redesign the econometric model of GDP function in Nigerian economy.

From the model, the choice of variable use was as a result of data availability.

Optional/General comments

This manuscripts is good

Thank you.
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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. 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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