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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Include other causes of recession with reference with the view that fall in oil price is 

not the only cause of recession that started in late 2015 in Nigeria. There are 
existing literatures on the causes of recession in Nigeria. 

2. In a normally distributed series, skewness is 0 and kurtosis is 3. Positive or 
negative skewness indicate asymmetry in the time series under study and kurtosis 
coefficient greater than or less than 3 suggest peakedness or flatness of the data 
respectively (Decarlo, 1997). Again the Jarque-Bera null hypothesis of normal 
distribution is rejected when the P-Value is <; 0.1 or 0.05 or 0.01. Use this to 
interpret the result because the values of skewness and kurtosis indicate that the 
variable values are not normally distributed and they require transformation. 

3. Adopt Numbered Style of Referencing  

 

 
1. Added 

 
 
 

2. Re-interpreted.  
 
 
 
 

3. We adopted this style  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The research article is publishable 

Thanks. Your comments were of vital importance. It showed you read through 
line by line. Thanks.  
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