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I would however, still like to see some improvements. Namely, 

 

(1) Equation (2) is not the log-transformation of Equation (1).  Please amend equation (1). 

(2) The limitation of assuming income inequality as exogenous should be at least incorporated 

in the Conclusion. For example, the author/s can use the material in the literature review to 

discuss the link between income per capita growth and income inequality. This is already 

partially done when saying that “there are a number of complex sets of factors affecting 

income inequality”. So discuss this with the results found in the paper. 

(3) Section 3 merits a paragraph discussing how the independent variables are measured and 

incorporated in the regression. There is no need of having Appendix 4 and 5. 

(4) In ‘Results and Discussions’ section reference is being made to the constant, which you 

refer to as the error term. Remove this reference and stick only to ‘constant’. 

(5) I encountered a number of grammatically mistakes. Please correct. 

(6) From the regression results there seems to be high t-stat (and large number of 

observations) coupled with low R-squared. Please comment. 

(7) Comment on heteroskedasticity in the same paragraph when discussing multicollinearity 

in Section 3. 

(8) Shorten abstract by removing unnecessary detail (e.g. no need to say from where data was 

sourced) 

 

 

1. Equation for log transformation is attended  

2.  As suggested additional information in section 2 page 5-6; and also in section-5-

page 13 bottom of the section  

3. Appendix 4 & 5 removed  

4. Term error term is removed to be consist to use term “constant”  

5.  Grammatical error tried to be fixed and also earlier professional  editing done (see 

the invoice paid as proof) 

6. R-square  interpretation and explanation is provided 

7. heteroskedasticity explanation added  in Section 3. 

8. Abstract also shortened  

 

 


