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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The first line of the abstract should read the study examined the effect of child labour on health outcomes, and not “the study examined the effect of child labour and health outcomes….” 

2. The abstract does not have explicit findings of the study. Stating that the result suggested a trade-off relationship between child labour and health outcomes is vague and negate the focus of the study as examining the effect of child labour on health outcomes.
3. There are published official data and statistics that can be used to build your background. Quoting the works of other researchers is not enough. The author should use more current studies and more stylized facts up to 2023 to discuss how this research was motivated. Indicate clearly stated. What is the ideal situation, what is the prevailing situation that is contrary, the implication of the prevailing situation, what are efforts already in place to address the condition, etc

4. Again, the last paragraph of the introductory section should reflect the significance of the study and how the paper is structured afterwards

5. Section 2, which is Literature Review should be made more rigorous and analytical. The study should clearly discuss the value addition of this paper since we may have some studies that have investigated this same topic or related topic. The way the literature review was done should be revisited professionally. Some aspects of the literature section is filled with old studies. Beef up the literature with recent studies up to at least 2024.

The section should be organised thus:

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 Conceptual Literature or Clarifications 

2.2 Theoretical Literature, 

2.3 Empirical Literature

2.4 Gaps in Literature and Value Addition

6. Again, reviewing only a theory is inadequate for the study. Review more relevant theories, and adopt one to serve as the theoretical framework that underpin the study.

7. The author’s empirics are also inadequate, review more current empirical literature relevant to the study.

8. The Section on Methodology is still needs some improvement. The Equation for the analysis should be specified properly and all the relevant variables should be explained, backed up and justified by the literature. 

9. Method of data analysis is contradicting. The Probit and the IVProbit regression were mentioned, Later you stated that because the second definition of child labour (child labour hours) is a continuous variable, OLS was appropriate for estimation. However, the results of the study were based on probit analysis. Clarify your position and justify the choice of any model for your analysis.
10. The interpretation, analysis, discussion of result and recommendations should be made more specific, robust and appealing to policy makers so that the recommendations should flow from the findings of the paper. This should be addressed. The discussion should be linked to other findings in the literature within the economy and across different economies.

The author did not include policy recommendation for implementation, which should be made more meaningful by targeting specific agencies or personalities in government. 

11. All the omitted references should be included. Any paper cited must be referenced. 

12. The author should maintain specific reference style. If it is APA style the author is using, whether, 6th or 7th edition, should be single line spacing. 
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