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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper is not well structure . 
 
The paper should be restructured as:  
 
From 2.1( WHEN IS FDI SAID TO HAVE TAKEN 
PLACE?) and 3 should be under literature review.     
 
Tables should be properly presented in a clear and 
simple format. And each table should be properly 
labelled. From table 1(with title) to the last. And  
figures should not be left-out. 
 
METHODOLOGY:   
 
The data employed for the research is different the  
data presented in table..? ( Sources: CSO, MOFNP 
and BOZ).  
 
And the researcher present about two set of data for 
analysis from various sources e.g. annual reports, 
world bank etc. and they are not extracted and 
presented in tables in the main work or in the appendix.  
 
The results of the analyses are missing, which are the 
findings of the work.  
The result and dissuasion, conclusion and 
recommendations are not adequate (we are not 
presented with results to support them). 
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The references are not well formatted, with standard 
referencing method.    

Minor  REVISION comments   

Optional /General  comments   
 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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