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General comment:

Overall paper needs some minor modifications. After the
revision it can be accepted for publication

Specific comments:

typo mistakes should be removed. Methodology and Data Selection
section must be incorporated/identified separately.

Title and abstract

Title matched with the text. Abstract is precise and clear

Introduction

Line 50 the new sentence should start with “these” not with “they”
as mentioned Line 63 ODA abbreviation should be explained. Line
104 the trade deficit----- from -18.6 percent ----- to -10.6 percent----
the figures should not be in minus as trade deficit itself indicates
minus figure. Line 112 to be reviewed e.g. ----- 35 percent to
comprise 3.6-----Lines 133-134 to be rephrased.

Review of literature (Heading
may differ in the case of
review paper)

Line 187 to be reviewed. Line 249 equation needs to be reviewed.
In this section the author must mention the literature on other
variables other than remittance that have been taken in the model.
Lines 245-277 should come under a separate heading of
Methodology

Materials & methods
(Heading may differ in the
case of review paper)

This section is missing | have commented earlier to separate and
identify methodology from the Literature review section

Results & discussion This is okay

(Heading may differ in the

case of review paper)

Conclusion This is fine

References In one or two case page numbers of the published articles are

missing
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