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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Section 1: there are too many grammatical errors that need to be addressed in the 
whole paper especially in section 1. 
 
Section 2: the review of theoretical and empirical literature on economic growth models 
in not very critical. 
 

Many thanks for your comment. The revised draft eliminated any grammatical 
issues and section 2 was reorganised and adjusted its critical arguments. 
Please refer to the revised draft for the adjustments (with yellow colour) 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The paper can be improved by discussing all the findings within the wider context of the 
literature 
 

The revised draft provides more arguments towards findings 
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