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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 
 

The Abstract can be developed to further amplify the fundamentals of the paper.
 
Firstly, the research coverage period should be clarified, as the stated coverage 
dates in the Abstract and within the body of paper appear to be in conflict. 
 
Author(s) should revise the running sub-headings in the paper particularly where 
results and discussion is used prior to another sub-head. The preferred one 
should be adopted. Also, Implications, Effects and Consequences suggest 
different outcomes, so I advise that this sub-head be revised to ensure clarity of 
content. Also, as required, the specific content should be re-captured under the 
requisite sub-headings. 
 
I also recommend the integration of one or two relevant economic and human 
capital management theories to elevate the essence of the paper. 
 
Relevant charts/graphs can be incorporated into a paper of this nature to reflect 
some degree of trends, inflows and outflows as regards medical tourism. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author(s) should revise the paper for flow of thought across each of the sub heads. 
Also, the conclusion should be derived from the discussions to ensure consistency and 
clarity. 
 
Some issues were overly emphasized within the paper and can be deleted to avoid 
unnecessary repetition.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Generally speaking, it is a fair conceptual review of an important and sensitive issue for 
a developing context such as Nigeria. 
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