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1. In page 2, the citation “[4] and [5]” should be written as “[4, 5]” and the citation “[10] and 
[11]” should be written as “[10, 11]”.   
2. Instead of beginning a sentence by a “numbered citation”, it is better to have the citation 
at the middle or at the end of the sentence. For example (in page 2): the sentence “[15] 
study the impact of changes … in 60 developing countries.” may be changed into “A study 
on the impact of changes … in 60 developing countries was conducted [15].” Similar 
revisions may be done on the other sentences with citations at the beginning (e.g. [11], 
[12], [13], [14], [16], [17], [1], and [18] in pages 2-3).    
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citation style: Enders and Granger 1998 (page 4); Chan 1993 (pages 5 and 10); Engle and 
Granger 1987 (page 8); and Enders and Siklos 2001 (page 10 Table 6 and page 11 Table 
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