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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Describe the term ‘income-consumption’ 
beginning second paragraph  

2. Too brief literature reviewed to form a strong 
argument for research gap 

3. Line 42 & 53 reference and year missing  

4. Give a brief short on methodology used 
showing how you will achieve study objectives 
and answers for research questions. This is 
missing…… 

5. Update data trend  graph to 2015-line 98 

6. Trend graph fig no. missing 

7. Results in table 2.0 not exhaustively 
interpreted eg Probability/t-values  

8. Key to explain model abbreviations missing –
line 136- 143 

9. – does this mean ppcet and pcdit are the 
same????line 175 

10. Give key for all abbreviations in your 
equations!!!!!! Line 169-174 

11. The results in table 5.0 should be exhaustively 
interpreted otherwise what value do they add 
to this paper??? 
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This part of the paper line 259-262 does not 
make sense?????/ 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
Format the document for grammar and puntuations 
 

 

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
 

1. Five (5)Key words/phrases below abstract 
required. The author has four (4). The keys 
word  should be in italic 

2. The paper is publishable after addressing the 
issues raised in this review 
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