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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. The paper has some grammatical errors that I cannotspecifically indicate all here!!! Author needs considerrevising.2.Other areas seems to be confusing like the part writtenas “we conclude that there is no long run relationshipbetween poverty and its determinants” while in thispaper the author seems to investigate about the Exportand its determinants using ARDL approach.-“Conversely, if the computed F-statistics is greater thanthe upper bound value then agriculture expenditure andits determinants share a long run level relationship”.-“The wald test can be carry out by imposing restrictionson the estimated long run coefficients of economicgrowth, inequality, investment and publicexpenditure”.(the two variables i.e inequality and publicexpenditure were not part of mentioned estimatedequation).3. The author should state what does GDI, GIIEhypothesis means?

Correction done.

Optional/General comments The author has selected good topic of research howeverhis/her paper has some grammatical errors and otherconfusing parts that seems to be unrelated to his topicunless he/ she has clear explanation for that so need toreview and correct them to improve the quality of the
The paper used the same technique and produceby the similar author. But the scope is different.This paper focus only on Malaysia while thepaper from ASBES focus on ASEAN4
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paper for publication.
I found similarities between this paper and 2nd ANNUALSUMMIT ON BUSINESS ANDENTREPRENEURIALSTUDIES (2nd ASBES 2012)PROCEEDING 15th - 16th OCTOBER 2012. HILTONHOTEL, KUCHING, SARAWAK, MALAYSIAISBN: 978-967-5705-08-3. WEBSITE: www.internationalconference.com.my


