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Minor REVISION comments 
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Overall Article is Excellent 
 
Author analysing the problem through Vector Auto regressive Modeling of the Interaction 
Among Macroeconomic Stability Variables In Nigeria (1981-2016) of in analytical pattern.  
With best of my knowledge, some general points find out and note down below.  

• The entire article analysing pattern is excellent. 

• Objectives are not specified but not required for all the articles 

• I have found some spelling mistakes like Autoregression etc., word spacing 
to be used as required  

• Author used various statistical tools for analysing the problem  

• Hence, Research Results showing accurate values. 

• All recommendations are coming from research study  

•  Sufficient references are included  
 

Finally, this article is graded Excellent. 

The Author appreciates the comment of the reviewer 
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