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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 article is relevant and its results are important not only for Nigeria, but also for
other countries of the world. Interesting mathematical methods of type MATLAB
2015 for Windows are used to study the issue. The results are mathematically sound,
theoretically and practically interesting. True, in our opinion, one of the most
important questions of the effectiveness of the fight against corruption is the
development of the economy and the corresponding increase in the well-being of the
population. In addition, the need for democratic change at all levels of public
administration is important. Therefore, the article is plan.

Minor REVISION comments

It is necessary to emphasize the features of the mathematical approach and the need
for more complex methods of studying the issue of the fight against corruption.

Optional/General comments

The article is interesting, actual and important. The mathematical method is
necessary and must be improved.
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