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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 References: the references are excessive, and many ofthem are quite old, with latest ones being 2004. Don’t wehave some works done between 2004 and 2013? Anupdated of the references would be appropriate. Can youfocus on the most important and latest references suchthat you have between 10-15 rather than the more than30 you have. Some are actually similar and should bedropped out.

The number of references cited shows thoroughliterature review and understanding of thesubject matter and should not constitute aproblem. However, some have been dropped.

Minor REVISION comments Line 36 to date not till date; line 65 shoud this not be etal; line 112-114 rephrase for clarity; in line 148 I don’tsee where purposive comes in, simply drop the word,line 158 justify the cost route versus others in samesentence, 169 rephrase for clarity, line 178 correct theyear,   lines 183-184 reduce the number of citations ifthey are all addressing the same issue preferably staywith the latest ones, line 197 and elsewhere maintainconsistency in the tense of reporting see also 203, 216,232, 276. Line 231 rephrase; 233 coefficients is plural;see 244 thatwas;  line 258 could those that have lesscapital be using more labor (more of substituting capitalfor labor) with negative effect on productivity?; line 263-265 not clear;  conclusion section: the implications arequite general and target policy, there are no implicationsfor the individuals involved in the  remittances, don’tthey have a role they can also play? And should theremittances be promoted?

These have been taken care of.
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