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 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 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract: 

 Public debt, private debt and external debt being used interchangeably.  
 These terms have different meanings, hence cannot be used 

interchangeably. Topic may have to be revised (e.g. External debt and 
economic growth: Evidence from Tanzania). 

1. Last line of the abstract, revisit grammar. 
2. Source for figure 2 to be included. 
3. Line 226: linear specification and not line specification. 
4. Though the literature review section is broad in terms of empirical literature, 

it does not cover at all the theoretical underpinnings of the subject being 
investigated. 

5. The model in line 235 is not an endogenous growth model.   
6. Include intercepts for model 280 to 283. 
7. Lines 285 to 290 to be redone. For example: 

 ECT is an error correction term and not the error term. 
 Differentiate the error terms by using different notations. 
 Why talking about causality under this section? 

 
8. Unit root, co-integration and Granger causality models not specified. 
9. Stationality at levels, results to be included. 
10. Lines 340 and 341 do not show VECM model results and are wrongly 

specified. For example, there are no results for ECM. 
11. Because of item 10 above, results interpretation and conclusion cannot be 

trusted.  
12. Referencing. A lot of authors cited in text do not appear under the reference 

list. For example, Romer (1986), Lucas (1988) and Pagano (1993). 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Proof read the entire manuscript, focusing mainly on grammar.  
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