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GROWTH POLICY 
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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

Line 11-15, 22-25 are not only bourgeois but clumsy and out- of-place. Focus your 

abstract on the following hints, reason for chosen research, research problem, 

methodology of research, results from the study, conclusions and recommendation. 

Abstract should not be more than 300 words.   

 

 

In line 33, you are making a blanket statement, show proof with statistical fact. What 

other efforts did the government adopt to reduce the overdependence on oil? 

 

Line 47 and 48 is clumsy. Consider rephrasing the sentence. 

 

Line 358-360 cite authors that adopted the variables as mentioned in your study. Avoid 

using generalised statements.  

 

Line 372-374. Again you are using generalised statement “several authors…….”. In line 

374 “Onodugo et al. (4) version is in the form” is a hanging statement 

 

What is the rationale in quoting authors and the models used in their studies? Simply 

adopt an author’s model with due citation, or better still, express your sentence as, “the 

model used in this study is adopted with modification from onodugo et al (4)., Abogan 

et al. (20)., Imoughele and Ismaila’s (23).,   

 

The use of et al is used when they are more than 6 authors. Otherwise, cite all the 

authors (when they are less than 6 authors) 

 

Use the latest/current APA format in all your referencing.   

 

Line 722, 724-725 “The theory which has evolved from this study” what is 

this supposed to mean, are you proving a theory in your study? Does 

proving a theory form an objective in your study.  

 

Line 721. Let your conclusions follow in line with your research objectives. 

 

Line 723-740 the sentences are clumsy. What do you mean by ” there is a need to 

harness the positive significant relationship between nonoil export and  

growth for achieving………………..”. consider rephrasing the sentences 

herein and after, see line 747-749, 753-754 

I subscribe wholly to the view of the  reviewer on the need to modify the statement. I have 

effected the corrections as suggested. 

 

 

 

 

I have no objection to the reviewer’s suggestion. I have provided necessary statistics to 

boost the quality of the article. 

 

The sentence has been rephrased. 

 

I have no objection to the reviewer’s suggestion.  Authors have also been specifically 

mentioned with accompanying years of studies. 

 

The corrections have been effected. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I’m now fully informed. Authors have now been duly cited. 

 

 

 

 

The study was not intended to prove any theory . It was only a wrong use of  word which 

has now been corrected to read as ‘inference’. 

 

 

No objection. The conclusion has been modified to conform to the objective of the study. 

 

No objection. The sentences have been rephrased to remove ambiguity.  

 


