Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international Py 7

www.sciencedomain.org

SDI Review Form 1.6

Journal Name: British Journal of Economics, Management & Trade
Manuscript Number: 2014_BJEMT_15584

Title of the Manuscript:
Growth And Incomes Convergence: Do Worldwide Economic Groups Make Any Difference?

Type of the Article Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



SCIENCEDOMAIN international

www.sciencedomain.org

SDI Review Form 1.6

PART 1: Review Comments

Q
Q. #

r-ﬁ!-:;1 -
-~ \
AN

i el IEDOMAN

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 paper undertakes an empirical analysis of economic convergence on
a worldwide perspective. Results are similar to others previously
presented in the literature. The main novelty of this paper is that it
pursues an analysis of convergence that considers groups of countries
with common economic interests. With the assumed groups, the results
point to the absence of convergence.

The paper is well structured, there is a relatively good knowledge of the
related literature and, apparently, the authors master the empirical
techniques they use to address the issue of convergence.

The main weakness of the paper relates to the trivial conclusions it
arrives to. It seems obvious that if we take the main blocks in our world
we will not find evidence of convergence.

Overall, I believe that the paper is sufficiently interesting to be
considered for publication.

Minor REVISION
comments

- There are many typos and misuse of the English language (e.g., the recurrent
use of the term incomes instead of income, where the singular is more
appropriate; in the conclusion, line 526, ‘it have’ instead of ‘it has’; ...). The
paper should be subject to a last revision, perhaps by a native of an English
speaking country, in order to eliminate these typos and errors.

- If a paper is cited more than once, a same number should be assigned to it,
and in the final list of references it should appear only one time.

The requested changes are made.
Citations are reorganized as recommended.

Optional /General
comments
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