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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 
 

1. A well constructed abstract, but some important key words are missing. 
2. A very important study – state the beneficiaries of this research (researchers, the 

public, govt, etc?). 
3. Provide key variables of the analyses including intervening and moderating 

variables that would impact the study results hence analytical models.  
4. High volatility in any series may point to less clean sample data. How was the 

sample data cleaned prior to applying the ARIMA and ANN analyses? 
5. Good background literature, but speculation is that the percentage of fatalities from 

COVID-19  against total population differed from country to country, including 
Nigeria, for lack of complete and accurate data capture. What could have been the 
unknown variables of interest that were unique in each country/block of countries? 

6. COVID-19 control measures were a prescription of the WHO, but some countries 
introduced additional control measures and others, especially in Africa (e.g. 
Tanzania) did nothing. Does this study argue that, empirically, the situation could 
have been different in such instances and would the ARIMA or ANN models have 
picked up this anomaly in order to generalize the outcomes? A brief discussion 
would boost the findings of this study. 

7. Provide some recommendation(s) for future work as a result of this study, knowing 
that diseases/pandemics mutate. Logically, a research study ends with “results, 
discussion and recommendation(s)”. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Complete your sentences and mind the grammar. The grammarly kit could help  

Optional/General comments 
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