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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   

Minor REVISION comments While I like the overall structure of the paper, it is 
soft to read because it appears to have been written 
carefully. 

 

Optional/General comments The paper addresses an interesting and important 
topic, namely the impact of foreign capital flows 
on domestic investment, focusing on the Impact of 

Globalisation debate. It is interesting in that it looks 
at short-run and long-run impacts and 
distinguishes among the variables examined.  The 
empirical approach seems reasonable.  The data 
section needs elaboration, as does the theoretical 
model. 
The whole of paper need to be updated by new 
references. Two references are recent (2011; 2013) 
Conclusion: the authors could transform 
recommendation section into future research and 
point the theoretical contributions and the 
limitation of this work. 

We acknowledge the initiator and 

stakeholder of the journal and the reviewer 
of this paper who spotted the errors and 

mistakes which had been corrected as 

recommended, 
This paper is more of empirical than 
theoretical. 

 


