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Minor REVISION comments The authors abstract need to address the recommendationshe/she made based on the findings. Because abstract isexpected to address some key issues in summary such asobjectives,methodology, findings, recommendations.
(1) We address the recommendation based onour empirical study results and incorporateit in both the abstract and conclusionsections. In the Abstract, we state that “Apolicy implication which may be drawnfrom the study suggests that incentives topromote and encourage domesticmanufacturing industries in the form ofsubsidy, or tax credits to contend withimport competition may only be productivefor high-tech industries, not so for the low-tech.”
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