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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1- The logical pattern and motivation of this research are quite vague.  
2- The methodology is not sufficient for an academic research. 
3- Which regards to some literatures such as Iwedi, Igbanibo and Onuegbu 

(2015) who investigated this relationship, the author/s have to express what 
the novelty in this research is or which literature gap is filled in by the 
research. 

4- Why the author/s did not use any control variables such as inflation rate, 
official interest rate, political tension, etc.? 
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There are some errors in text which should be corrected by the author/s (For example at 
the end of Introduction: …is divided by follows: section ? reviewed) 
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