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Compulsory REVISION comments The Lit. Review and reads like cut and paste of variousstudies. Similarly the findings reveal the values found butdoes not give any narrative of how you are interpretingthem. Both need commentary and discussion anddiscussion and application to the question at hand.We need more description of the sector and the key firmsstudied. Your regression reveals that liberalization wasbetter than IS but does not justify the recommendations,which are related to the aspects of the sector itself.

I have re-structured this section. Thanks.

It is corrected now
Minor REVISION comments Suggest minor English edits as noted in the scanned ms.The editor should do another read for similar problems. Checked
Optional/General comments Interesting results, but conclusions are not well founded.It may make more sense to simply stick to theliberalization conclusion in the absence of otherevidence.
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