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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1). You need to state your objective at the introduction section and present  the hypothesis 
thereafter or 
2). You can develop your hypothesis alongside literature review. Whichever, its important your 
readers know the hypothesis you intend to test. 
3). You stated that you adapted a model, in that case you ought to present the model so adapted 
before presenting the modified model for your study. On that note, we cant tell for sure it the 
model you presented is the modified or the one adapted. However, if you had adopted a model, 
you don’t need to moderate, rather use it as it is. 
4). You reported to have used 22 out of the 48 SSA nations. You ought to mention the 22 nations 
to be a guide to another scholar who might want to cover the rest you didn’t study.    
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Done 
 
Done 
 
 
 
 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

Its a well thought out and rightly structured paper, suitable for publication on the touch of the 
minor corrections so highlighted.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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