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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

• Under the background of the study, some of the issues discussed 
are less relevant and others are not backed by source 

• The variables entertained in the model are rather obvious factors 
that are measures of the something again and again. The author 
better includes some other variables with theoretical backing.  

• Domestic saving and real interest rate are stationary at level. With 
stationary services, cointegration may not be the appropriate 
technique to check the significance of the relationship with the 
intended dependant variables. 

 

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

 
• Just the general objective is enough in the abstract. 
• In the abstract again, it would suffice if you only indicate which 

variables are significantly related and which are not; ne need to talk 
about the elasticity of the different factors 

• Again in the abstract, only the main recommendation would be 
enough. The recommendations listed are more generic, lacking 
practicability. 

• The nominal values reported under the background of the study 
section are not important 

 

Optional /General  
comments 
 

The author better includes some other variables with theoretical backing.   
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