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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community, particularly for researchers 
and policymakers interested in understanding the relationship between exchange 
rate volatility and productivity, especially in developing economies like Nigeria. It 
provides comprehensive insights into the mechanisms through which exchange rate 
movements impact economic activities and productivity, contributing valuable 
empirical evidence to the existing literature.  

2. The title of the article, "Exchange Rate Volatility and Productivity in Nigeria: An 
Empirical Analysis," is suitable as it accurately reflects the main focus of the study. 
It succinctly conveys the subject matter and scope of the research. 

3. Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It provides a clear overview of the 
research objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively 
summarizes the study's contribution to the understanding of exchange rate volatility 
and productivity in Nigeria. 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The manuscript is 
well-organized, with distinct sections for Introduction, Understanding the Literature, 
Methodology, Empirical Findings, and Conclusion. This structure facilitates clarity 
and readability, guiding the reader through the research process from background 
information to empirical analysis and conclusions. 

5. Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears scientifically correct. 
The methodology is sound, employing appropriate econometric techniques to 
analyze the relationship between exchange rate volatility and productivity in Nigeria. 
The empirical findings are supported by statistical analysis and align with theoretical 
expectations. 

6. The references provided appear to be sufficient and recent, covering relevant 
literature on exchange rate volatility, productivity, and economic performance. 
However, considering the dynamic nature of the field, additional references 
published after 2022 could enhance the comprehensiveness of the literature review. 
Some potential additions might include recent studies on exchange rate dynamics in 
emerging economies or productivity determinants in developing countries. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 
The language structure seems suitable. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
None 
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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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