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“To Write if Human, to Edit is Devine”, kindly edit the whole manuscript.

It is not clear what the authors intend to test. The topic has to be revised. For
example, the last sentence of the manuscript states that FDI increases
agriculture yet in the simple OLS model, FDI is a dependent variable.

The methodology is not supported by theory.

Why VECM?

The VECM was never modelled.

Unit root test not properly done, in fact it was not done.

The authors are not clear or lack thorough knowledge of the models they are
proposing.

There is need to re-do the entire methodology section. The following order
should be followed. A. Unit root test B. Co-integration test. C. A and B results
will determine the methodology to be used, e.g VAR, ARDL, VECM, ECM.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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