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Compulsory REVISION
comments

5

%

JEL code was omitted.

The background of the study/introduction is not robust enough as it

fails to capture the current state of Nigeria gas market before

positing its potential.

< Author is advise to detach literature review from the introduction of
the study

% The literature review should be boosted to further incorporate related
study of the subject in Nigeria and if there is Non, this should be
stated in the work as gap the literature intend to fill.

% Since the interest of this research was the magnitude of Reserves
Growth and the implications for Gas availability for the emerging
Gas Business as envisaged in the Nigeria Gas Master Plan. Hence
the Nigeria Gas Master Plan should be mention/discussed in the
introduction/Literature review.

% Constraint to the development of Nigeria Gas Market will be of
interest to the policy markers.

s Recommendation of the study was not clearly stated.

5

%

Ok

Minor REVISION comments

The research topic is contemporary but literature deficient. This should be
address by the author. No literature was review from the research country.

Optional/General comments

The salient issues itemized above are critically addressed.
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