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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific and policy literature by examining the long-run relationship between sectoral output and employment dynamics in Nigeria. By employing a sectorally disaggregated ARDL framework over a four-decade period (1981–2021), the study provides important empirical evidence on the labour-absorption capacity of agriculture, industry, and services. The findings highlight that not all economic growth translates into employment creation, thereby offering meaningful insights into the phenomenon of jobless growth in developing economies. These results are particularly relevant for researchers and policymakers seeking to design growth strategies that promote inclusive development and sustainable employment generation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the core focus of the study. It effectively captures the relationship between sectoral output and employment dynamics in Nigeria over a long-term period. The title is informative and aligns well with the research objectives and methodology presented in the manuscript. However, for greater precision and clarity, the authors may consider a slightly refined alternative title such as: “Sectoral Output and Employment Dynamics in Nigeria: Evidence from an ARDL Analysis (1981–2021)”, which highlights the methodological approach used in the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is generally clear and provides a good overview of the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings. It effectively summarizes the focus on sectoral output and employment dynamics in Nigeria and highlights the major results regarding the labour-absorption capacity of different sectors. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly indicating the data period (1981–2021) and the econometric technique (ARDL bounds testing approach) more explicitly at the beginning. In addition, a short statement on the policy relevance of the findings could strengthen the concluding part of the abstract. Overall, the abstract is comprehensive, but a minor refinement for clarity and conciseness would enhance its effectiveness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study applies established economic theories, including Keynesian demand theory and Okun’s law, to examine the relationship between sectoral output and employment dynamics in Nigeria. The use of the ARDL bounds testing approach is suitable given the mixed order of integration of the variables, and the methodological steps such as unit-root testing, cointegration analysis, and diagnostic checks are clearly presented. Overall, the empirical framework, data sources, and analytical procedures support the scientific validity of the study, although minor improvements in presentation and clarity could further strengthen the manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally adequate and relevant to the research topic. They include both theoretical foundations and empirical studies related to the growth–employment nexus and sectoral output dynamics. However, the inclusion of a few more recent studies on employment intensity of growth, structural transformation, and sectoral labour absorption in developing economies could further strengthen the literature base. In particular, the authors may consider incorporating more recent publications (2022–2024) from journals focusing on development economics and labour market dynamics. Additionally, references from international organizations such as the World Bank, ILO, or IMF on employment trends in developing economies could enhance the policy relevance and contemporary context of the study.

	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
The overall language and English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The arguments are clearly presented and the structure of the paper allows the reader to follow the analysis without difficulty. However, minor grammatical corrections, sentence restructuring, and improvements in wording would further enhance clarity and readability. A careful language editing or proofreading would help refine the academic tone and ensure consistency in terminology throughout the manuscript. Overall, the manuscript is understandable but would benefit from minor linguistic polishing.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Overall, the manuscript addresses an important issue concerning the relationship between sectoral output and employment dynamics in Nigeria. The study provides useful empirical evidence on the labour-absorption capacity of agriculture, industry, and services, which is highly relevant for both academic research and policy formulation in developing economies. The methodological approach using the ARDL framework is appropriate and the results contribute to the ongoing discussion on jobless growth and structural transformation. With minor improvements in language clarity, presentation of results, and strengthening of recent literature references, the manuscript can make a meaningful contribution to the literature on growth–employment dynamics and development policy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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