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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. In line 17, Change concluded to concludes in order to tally with your  use of tenses  
2. In line 19 of your abstract mention one of those national health policies and 

programms. 
3. The title of FIGURES should be down the figures (after the figure).  While the 

TABLES title should be top. Check line 108 
4. In line 184, change ODUBUNMI et al. (2012) to lower case i.e Odubunmi  
 

 

 
1. Correction noted and implemented 
2. The compulsory health insurance policy mentioned 
3. Titles of figures have been taken below figures as suggested 
4. Odubunmi corrected.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work is ok as it was able to address the health and growth issues in Nigeria via public 
expenditure 
 
 

Thanks 
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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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