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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
In pp. 1-2, the author(s) says: Rural-urban 
migration is ‘‘the phenomenon of an 
unprecedented movement of people from the rural 
countryside to the burgeoning cities of Africa, Asia 
and Latin America’’ [2]. In USA, Europe and 
other developed regions, there are also rural-urban 
migrations. 
 
The research question may be reformulated: 1) age 
and sex at migration, 2) year of migration by age 
and sex. 
In final pp 6 there is some typographic mistakes. 
 
Table 1 (and table 2 isn’t necessary) may be 
presented by a figure of population pyramid, 
including  sex. 
 
Case processing summary in pp. 10 is not 
necessary (irrelevant).   
 
The discussion should be more self-critical. The 
methodology has serious limitations.  
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The paragraph “conclusion” is not consistent with 
the presented data. The author should limit the 

conclusion to the empirical findings. 
 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The paper is a simple descriptive exercise, without 
the enough theory.  The main interest is its 
potential to extrapolate data to other regions, 
countries and situations. In general, the paper has a 
lack in historical and international or global 
perspective.  
For a historical viewpoint, see: Van der Woude, 
A., Hayami, A., & De Vries, J. (1990). 
Urbanization in history: a process of dynamic 
interactions. 
For Global theories of territorial dynamics: García 
Docampo, M. (2014). Theories of Urban 
Dynamics. International Journal of Population 
Research, 2014. 
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