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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
Pension contribution and pension payment

Model specification

Line 224 : the variable is not normally distributed

Line 240 Furthermore, there is a positive and statistically

Line 250: Moreover, GDP has negative but statistically significant
relationship

Line 258: insignificant, as shown in Table 5.

References:

Are they synonymous? A definition is required
ARDL Model specification, steps, lag selection criteria needs more elaboration

An implication of this result should be mentioned and support your result with previous
researches

Is it statistically sig (0.06)?

Is it statistically sig (0.72)?
Is it statistically insig (0.01)?
many references were listed inside the text and not found at the reference list and vice versa,

therefore they are highlighted with Yellow color for the first case and green color for the second
case in the attached manuscript

Updated as suggested by the reviewer.
Updated as suggested.
The decision rule is that any figure of 5% and above should be

consider as statistically significant, while any figure less than 5% be
considered as statistically in significant.

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract:

Line 27

Line 83:

Line 124: The data was analyzed.........
Gross Domestic Product

Line 273: The result, however reveals

Line 296 microeconomic variables

-There is no need for the p- value in the abstract

Is it conclusion or recommendation?

-Study area??

- it is better to mention the analytical method used

-No need to mention it in full as it was abbreviated by GDP

The result reveals

macroeconomic

P- Values in the abstract have been expunged as suggested by the
reviewer.

Updated as suggested.

Corrected

Corrected

Optional/General comments

Line (16): Inflation reduces......

Line (73): in which the components are combined.
Line (67): In Nigeria for instance..............

Line 132: Due to data availability

Lines 133 and 140

For instance, Inflation reduces.....

In which the variables are integrated

It would be better if a summary is provided for these studies
It could be dropped

No need for the word also

Updated as suggested by the reviewer.
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