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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.


	Indeed, it is. The reason for this position is that the manuscript is novel and very timely. The recent economic woes disturbing to a large extent countries of the global south makes the work timely and offers relevant remedial measures for winning any war against child labour especially within the Ghanaian context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title is somewhat unsuitable in my view. To make it more suitable, I recommend the following topics: 

· Child Labour and Health Outcomes: Evidence from Ghana
                            Or
· Exploring the Effect of Child Labour on Health Outcomes from Ghana’s Perspective
The foregoing makes it clearer than its present 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is quite comprehensive. However, there is need for further improvement. Why? The abstract is silent on the theoretical framework and value/originality of the research. Researchers would want to know if the paper is original before taking time to download and read the paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. This is so in my view given the well explained methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Out of 31 referenced works, one published in year 2020 in my view is relatively current while another published year 2022 is current and the rest (29) works are neither relatively current nor current. Thus, in text citations and references are outdated. In discussing the theoretical framework, the cited works that are outdated where not embellished with recent works on human capital theory and so it is with other sections of the paper.  This is the major deficiency of this paper.
	

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


	It is! In fact, the researcher or researchers is/are in tune academic publishing terms and phraseologies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is okay with good methodology. However, a little touch is imperative for the introductory section to adequately portray the direction of the research. Secondly, the theoretical section needs to be re-addressed to clearly indicate how the adopted theoretical framework is relevant to your present investigation. In this regard, one would expect that you tell us the application of this theory to your study. Thirdly, the idea of combining Results and Discussion sections as one section in a quantitative research is in my view not the best. Hence, I recommend that the researcher(s) should dedicate a separate section for the discussion of the results. Under the discussion session, you relay useful information regarding the findings linking it with previous studies that either portray similitude and/or differentia with the current findings. Finally, the conclusion did not align with your theoretical framework. Thus, you should clearly relay the view of your theory in crafting the conclusion as well as your discussion section.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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