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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper reports an attempt at investigating consumers’
preferences with respect to mobile telecommunication
services. Unfortunately, despite an interesting regional
focus of the study, in my opinion its methodological
approach does not merit publication.

Major issues:

1. The paper is not well written. [ suggest having it edited
by a native English speaker.

2. The literature review is outdated and it misses many
major methodological and empirical contributions in the
field of modelling consumers’ preferences, in particular
for telecommunication services.

3. The link of the method selected for this study (conjoint
analysis) with the economic theory allowing for
estimation of consumers’ utility function parameters is
doubtful at best. See:

Louviere, ]., Flynn, T., and Carson, R., 2010. Discrete
Choice Experiments Are Not Conjoint Analysis. Journal of
Choice Modelling, 3(3):57-72.

for a useful review of the problems.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The levels of the attributes are not clearly defined.
2. The variables in Table 4.1 could be named more
intuitively

3. The abstract needs to be re-written.
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