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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Introduction: reference should be provided and it should be current. Also, gap the 
study wants to fill should be made clear. 
 
Methodology: state the variables included in the study. Show the one that is 
dependent and independent variable 
 
Result: Table 4.6 result should be compared or contrast with previous empirical or 
theoretical literature. 
 
Also, Fig 4.1 should be explained 
 
 
Reference: The following are missing in reference 

1. Ambunya (2012) 
2. Manbo (2012) 
3. Komolafe (1996) 
4. International Monetary Fund (2009) 

 

Table 4.1 is only describing the behaviour of the data and it is considered as 
one of the pre-estimation test. Thus, I don’t think more explanation is needed 
there. 
 
In Toda Yamamoto is a dynamic model which interchange the dependent to 
independent and independent to dependent but under the analysis an 
equation of preference will be interpreted with reference to dependent and 
independent variable. 
 
 
The emphasis on the table 4.6 has been clarified under the discussion of 
finding. 
Manbo (2012) and Ambunya (2012) has been replaced with current 
references while the others observed have been included in the references 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Result: Table 4.3 results should be arranged well. 
I highlight some of minor correction that must be made in the study 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study is timely because of the challenges that are confronting African economy. 

 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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