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Compulsory REVISION 
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The research questions and objectives of the study have not been articulated.   

The paper seemed to a review. However, the format of regular article was 

adopted and that improperly. The author(s) should either adopt the regular 

article religiously or use the review approach. In the regular article 

approach, the should be a clear problem definition with accompanying 

objectives. This will guide the rest of the sections. The relevance of the paper 

as well as how the rest of he paper is organised should be provided for.  The 

methods of analysis emanating from the objectives would inform the nature 

of information to be used. The results and discussion would then be 

sectioned based on the objectives outlined in the introduction.  

The title suggest that there is a ‘right way’ of economic performance. That 

right way would have to emanate from the method or other country 

literature.  

In the light of these, whether Tanzania’s economic performance is the ‘right 

way’ or not could not be rigorously established.  

 

There are significant typo errors that demand necessary attention. The 

spelling of Abstract as ‘Abstruct’ to ‘competind interests’ This is 

unacceptable. 
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