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Minor REVISION comments 
 

The paper is generally good with minor corrections. 
The abstract should also indicate the author’s major 
recommendation. The problem statement is clearly 
spelt out and the objectives clearly stated. The 
methodology was also good but the presentation of 
results was not professional. He presented the results 
just as the E-view package brought out the raw results 
(see Table 3). There is also the need by the Author to 
be consistent in the use of either PIGRgr or PGDPgr in 
the model specification and results presentation. This 
incopsistency was also maintained in the discussion of 
results. Discussion of Table one should include the 
variability as wwell as EDS which the Author neglected. 
Figure 1 should be in colour for readers to be able to 
differentiate the variables.Discussion of table 2 line 201 
and 202 is contradictory.  If the variables are all 
stationary at first difference, it does not mean that there 
is no unit root test. Infact it shows unit root test. The 
Author did not discuss or offer explanation as to why 
ODA and Inflation had negative impact on PGDPgr. He 
also did not discuss the joint determination influence of 
all the explanatory variables on GPDPgr. His 
recommendation did not stem out of the discussion of 
the results. If he had offered explanation as to why the 
negative impact then the recommendation may hold. 
Reference number 4 was not so labelled in the 
reference. Otherwise the paper was properly 
referenced. 

Your valuable observations have been largely 
addressed. 
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