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Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments This is overall a well written paper.

Line 2. Question may arise, however, about the comprehensiveness of the
title because it did not capture one of the most important variables – the
author could extend it to include. Economic growth.
The title can be reviewed as Empirical Analysis of the Relationship between
FDI, Technology Transfer and Economic Growth in Nigeria
Lines 5,20,24,27,29,38,40, 41,45, 58,69,74,80,85,56,98,99,. I  recommend that the

author should correct the identified and other typing/editing errors

The Introduction provided a clear statement of the point of research
background on FDI, Technology Transfer, Human Capital, Openness
and Economic Growth System. It has not clearly pointed out what kinds
of relationship exist between. It should be modified to coherently show
that.

Literature Review should provide a framework on which the study was
build upon. This should also be linked to Hypotheses (which are
absent). This will not only add interesting dimension to work but would
also clearly provided bases for the policy implication of the research

Done

line 245-255

line 245-255



SDI Review Form 1.6

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (2nd June, 2012)

findings.
Correlation Results – Some of the coefficients are unusually high
(0.901795) as shown in table 3. This may be due to normality or
collinearity problems as such the author needs to check the
assumptions required for parametric analysis.

References – Quite a number of them have not conformed to the well
known styles of referencing in use. It will do well for the author to
correct that. For example  I have googled searched and got Dutse, A. Y.
(2008) Nigeria’s Economic Growth: Emphasizing the Role of Foreign
Direct Investment in Transfer of Technology, Communication of
International Business Information Management Conference IBIMA
vol.:3 no 11. Available at
http://www.ibimapublishing.com/journals/CIBIMA/volume3/v3n11.pdf

as against what the author provides.
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