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 In my opinion the presented manuscript requires serious revisions and should be 

rejected. After three rounds of revisions, this works is  

 full of typos that cripple reading and understanding of the presented topic. One of the 

reviewers raised valuable comments 

 and they were ignored in the final revision.  

 

 The presentation of results is below average quality.  

 I believe that this is not the final formatting; there will be a lot of needed to meet 

standards of AJEA, eg. Typesetting equations and variables. 

 Also there is a lack of consistency when presenting results, eg. Table 

3  decimals/precision formatting, or precision of income is inconsistent 

 thorough the work (are really those decimals needed?). 

 

 Clarity is lacking in Table 1 -2, why counts and % presentation is needed. To 

demonstrate composition % contributions are much clearer. 

  

 Table 5-6, incredible precisions provided for differences. Is 5 decimal places really 

important?  

 

 I also understand that this may be an initial stage of some research work as the study 

does not search for explanation for observed differences. 

 However, I am interested in the final version where further analysis is expected to be 

delivered. I strongly feel that this work is not finished and  

 Authors ignored many comments from reviewers.  
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