SDI Review Form 1.6

Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international @G, 7>

www.sciencedomain.org

Journal Name:

Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports

Manuscript Number;

Ms_AJARR_51196

Title of the Manuscript:

PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS OF NIGERIAN ECONOMY FROM 2006 — 2017

Type of the Article

Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments

objective of the study, mismatch of the conclusion and the abstract.

Analysis covers almost the document, left the gaps on the economic structure in
Nigeria. For example, the literature reviewed by the author is about the principal

component analysis, which is the method. This is due to poor research problem

(weak establishment of the research problems that lead to poor objective of the

study).

The discussion and conclusion is not originated from the literature reviewed.
Suggestion :

problem
2. Improve the objective of the study —in relation to your research problem

literature reviewed
4. Improve the methodology-to answer your research problem

Generally, the manuscript is not well organised. It characterised by poor literature,

The document lacks its clarity on the specific objectives; the Principal Component

1. Improve the literature- to covers the research problem/improve your research

3. Improve the discussion and conclusion-to links both your findings and the
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