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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
1. The theoretical relationship exports and

economic growth was missing in the paper.
This theoretical argument are relevant to
establish a good premise for which exports
drives economic growth.

2. In contrast to the export-led growth
hypothesis, it can also be argued that
causality runs from the growth of output to
the growth of exports. This argument was
equally missing from the study.

3. The methodology on causality was not also
clear. First, the author did not explain
causality and whether the standard Granger
test is applied or the VECM. Second, the wald
statistic was not provided by the author
which, but he or she said the causality test
was based on the wald. The author simply
reported the short-run coefficients and
indicated they were the wald statistic.

Minor REVISION comments All topographical errors such as line 30 (Reinhardt N.(2000) and Mahadevan R. (2007) have similar opiniowith orthodox school that), the word opinion is wronglyspelt.Line 153reads coefficients of economic growth,inequality, investment and public expenditure. However,
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there extraneous material that has no bearing on thecurrent study.In line 158 the author labelled table 1 as CI. That shouldbe corrected accordingly.Line 163 read “rejected and we conclude that there is nolong-run relationship between poverty and its”. This isanother extraneous material since the study is aboutexport and growth.On the results of cointegration the author failed toindicate the relevant critical values for the lower andupper values before comparing them to the F-statistic.
Optional/General comments The study lacks fundamental theoretical basis andunclear causality methodology. The principal issue whichis the causality was not given adequate attention in thestudy. This leaves a reader in confused as to whether theauthor is applying the standard causality test or othermethods of causality.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


