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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The authors should state in the intro, background and 

conclusion the rationale for this research (what is the 

research trying to answer?).  

 

Given the results, do any policy recommendations arise? 

 

 

 This is well stated in the Statement of Problem 

“…there have been agitations to amend the 
allocation formulae to favor the states… it 
becomes necessary to examine if the 
allocations to the states have contributed to 
economic growth in Nigeria.” 
 
Recommendations have been added. 

Optional/General comments 

 

Some findings are interesting; for example, the increase 

in the state governments’ allocation share may lead to 

decline in economic growth.  

In addition, the authors provided good literature review, 

methodology and presentation of results. 
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