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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 
 

 

 The author should explain the reason for choosing GMM methodology 

 The author should explain why did he make the estimation for all 46 
countries at once. Are these countries similar, homogenous? Perhaps, 
if differences exist, multiple estimationas are required for sub-groups of 
countries. 

 The author should specify the program used for etimating the 
coefficients, and the measure units of the selected variables (%, % of 
GDP, $ etc) 

 The author should explain what are the differences between the 
different types of estimation (Diff-GMM1, Diff-GMM 2, Sys GMM1, etc.) 
and the methodological differences between the short-run and long-run 
estimations. 

 The author should explain what is the final model for interpreting the 
results. 

 The author should explain the selection of the control variables? Why 
these and not others? 

 The author should explain why none of the control variabels shows 
significance. 

 The author should explain abbreviations (e.g. Table 1, where we read 
LLEB, LGE, CHE, but we have no explanation!) 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author must recheck the paper regarding spelling and grammar. There are many 
mistakes, that create a bad impression on the paper. Examples: 
- government expenditure was negatively correlation 
- , , and was 
- This shows that Ghana, expenditure 
- this signify 
- which is on the rise  yearly 
- money is got 
- the financing the health care of Indian states is mainly by the public providers 
- The generalization of the models of economic growth, which is associated with the 
Keynesian model that describes the fractional dynamics of national income??? 
- the data would be derived 
- which shows The lack of a second order serial correlation indicates that the lag of 
the dependent variables employed as instruments is not endogenous.??? 
- an increase in current health expenditure per capital and government spending per 
capita on health will – per capital? And what is the difference between the two? 
- per head in stead of per capita 
- . Chapter one was introduction, section two was  review of relevant literature, 
section three was the research methodology, the fourth section is data presentation, 
analysis, discussion of results and findings. Section five was the summary, 
conclusion and recommendations – eliminate this part form conclusions!  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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