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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
Explain “avoid being biased” in line 86.
Technical efficiency is not measured by the mode of
the truncated normal distribution (line 118).  Explain
better.
Gross margin in line 153 is not per hectare – the RHS
of the equation is not consistent with per hectare.
Line 165 delete “error”
Line 174, .4183 should be .0418.
Table on page 8. (1)  What are “G” and “M?”

(2) What hypothesis is tested by likelihood ratio
test?
Line 196.  With Cobb Douglas production funcgtion,
rational stage will never be reached.
Line 201.  What is gamma?  Line 202.  I do not believe
that interpretation is correct.
Table 3. How are those values computed?
Line 248.  Explain why with higher tech eff, tech
change would be the source of productivity growth.
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