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PART 1:Journal Name: British Journal of Economics, Management & TradeManuscript Number: 2013_BJEMT_6682Title of the Manuscript:
IMPACT OF TRADE OPENNESS ON THE OUTPUT GROWTH  IN THE NIGERIAN ECONOMY

PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

1. Although, the authors have revised the abstract but it still not good for beingpublished in a reputable journal like this because the abstract contains a lot ofirrelevant items like R-squared and so on. Meanwhile, abstract supposes to containobjective of the study, methodology, findings and conclusion (if any:recommendation).
2. Remove line 68-69 because it is a repetition of the statement above from “In doingso......”.
3. On methodology, the authors need to contact expert. However, the same errors stilloccur. The authors can contact “Theory of Econometrics by A. Koutsoyiannis” andlearn how to write good methodology.
4. Any research that lacks good methodology may not be publishable in a reputablejournal like this.
5. The study needs to be revised again.
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