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PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

When I mentioned this sentence: “Alternatively, we use the natural logarithm of real per capitaGDP (LPGDP) as a measure of economic growth.”, my point was that the LEVEL of the variableis not the GROWTH RATE. The sentence would be better written therefore as: “Alternatively,we use the CHANGE IN THE natural logarithm of real per capita GDP (LPGDP) as a measure ofeconomic growth.” I don’t have any problem with you using the level of GDP, but the way thatthe sentence was written was wrong.There remain a small number of typos and grammatical mistakes that could be ironed out.I don’t know whether this is journal policy or not, but the use of [60] rather than Wachtel(2000) is somewhat annoying.The paper uses three variables to measure the financial sector (CPS, LIQ and MS). It’s not clearwhether these are the same variables as discussed in section 3.2. If not, it would make sense toreport information on these variables. If so, then this should be made clear.The paper mentions in Section 3.1 that weather, investment in oil, reforms, etc impact upongrowth in Sudan in the recent period. This would seem to suggest that measures of thesevariables (where available) should be included in the econometric analysis. This doesn’t seemto be the case however.
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