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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 
 

Some relevant contributions are not cited and 
discussed: i.e., Magazzino, C., Mele, M., (2012), The 
Determinants of Health Expenditure in Italian Regions, 
International Journal of Economics and Finance, 4, 3, 
61-72, March, DOI: 10.5539/ijef.v4n3p61; Magazzino, C., 
Mele, M., (2011), Health Care Expenditure and 
Economic Growth in Southern Italian Regions: an 
Empirical Analysis, Rassegna Economica, 20, 51-65. 
The methodology and empirical strategy are not 
discussed in detail. Comaprisons with previous 
studies are missed. If the data in Table 1.7 are correct, 
the model is completely wrong, given the presence of 
heteroskedasticity, serial correlation, omitted variables 
bias. The author states: 

“All the tests disclosed that the model has a 
satisfactory econometric propreties, it has a 
correct functional form and the model’s 
residuals are serially uncorrelated, normally 
distributed and homoskedastic. In other words, 
the outcomes reported are serially 
uncorrelated, normally distributed and 
homoskedastic.” 

It is exactly the opposite! 
The English-style is extremely poor, and the paper 
must be revised by a proof-reader. 
The editing is very poor and not in accordance with the 
journal’s guidelines. 

 
* The authors quoted by the reviewers has 
been properly cited as evidenced in 
reference. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*Gaps in the study has been revealed as 
directed. 
*Necessary corrections has been taken on 
Table 7 as directed by the reviewers. 
 
 
 
 
 
*Re-editing of the study has been done 
accordingly. 
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