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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Minor proofreading: 
 
[1] Abstract 
Second line, write… has a significant role and contribution to GDP. 
 
[2] Whenever there is citation number, remove the dot before it. Example, page 2, write… 
Growth rate [1]. 
 
At a specific time t [4]. 
 
Check all paper…. 
 
[3] Page 3, move the citation number [4], shown after equation 4, till after differencing [4]. 
 
[4] Page 4, first paragraph after equation (8), second line… write… either weekly, 
quarterly…. 
 
[5] Page 4, first paragraph after equation (8), 11th line, write… use of SARIMA models is 
not evident. 
 
[6] Page 5, add spacing before (AIC)…  
 
[7] Page 6, paragraph under Figure 2, 6th line, write… result is shown in… 
 
[8] Review your references writing carefully; Example 
 
Vol(Issue), 12(4),   …. Is written with comma, colon,…. And check spacings…  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In general, very good and attractive subject.  
 
The author(s) were very clear in their research plan.  
 
The abstract is adequate 
 
The introduction is good, streamlined and clear 
 
The literature review is satisfactory to tie the title, the abstract and the literature itself and to 
the discussions.  
 
The methodology is good and the paper’s plan is clear 
The discussion accompanied by the supporting arguments and cited authors and official 
documents is satisfactory. 
 
However, the author has to add the implications for policy makers?  
 
Minor Proofreading is needed  
 
References need careful review … 
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