Referee report 
on Jens Christopher Andvig

“Corruption and Armed Conflicts: Some Stirring Around in the Governance Soup “

Jens Andvig's paper, Corruption and Armed Conflicts, is a very useful review and critique of the empirical and conceptual work on this topic. He shows how two closely related topics ought to be studied together, and he pulls together a very large amount of current research and provides a thoughtful analysis of its quality. I went through the paper marking down papers that I want to obtain, and I am sure other readers would find the text equally as useful. My critiques are mainly stylistic. 

For a start, get rid of the subtitle and replace it with something more neutral such as "What Do We Know?" or "A Sceptical Review of the Literature." 

Then do a serious edit to make the English flow better and to shorten the paper. It is full of all kinds of fascinating material that is critiqued in an insightful way, but one sometimes gets lost in the verbiage. I would recommend trying to cut the length by at least a third. Near the end of the paper some less essential material could be put in footnotes or eliminated. In short, the paper needs a clearer organizational structure and more concise writing in each section. 

End the introductory section with a roadmap to the paper. That will help you focus on any needed changes in the organizational structure. 

The paper ends on a low note, but that is not necessary given the interesting material included in the paper. What does the author conclude about the best direction for future research? That would provide a much stronger conclusion.
