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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 1. Corrected
1. There is a disconnect between what you have in line 82-85 and your main
headings. E.g 2.0 should read theoretical framework and analytical procedures 2. Clarified
and not empirical evidence & theories
2. How are you measuring private domestic investment? This needs clarification. 3. Cited.
3. Relate results to empirical literature. That is each of your finding should have a
corresponding empirical work that buttress it. 4. Done
4. Your recommendations should be based on the relationship between each of your
explanatory variables and the dependent variable. Thus, revisit line 379-392 5. Corrected
5. Check line 318, 353 and others. it should read Table 4.4 and not table 4.4
Minor REVISION comments 1. Recoined
1.The topic should read; DOMESTIC INVESTMENT AND ECONOMIC GROWTH NEXUS 2. Corrected
IN NIGERIA

2. Note that only your major headings should be written in UPPER CASE. Your sub-
headings should be lower case and the initials capitalised where necessary. E.g Model
Specification and not MODEL SPECIFICATION

Optional/General comments Thanks. Corrected to the best of our ability.
Go through the work line by line and Correct all typos and common errors.

Your comments were very helpful. We appreciate you.
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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feedback here)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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