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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 

 
-How was the data collected? the sampling 

technique(s)-indicate this at the abstract. 

-Recommending interest free loans is never an 
economic argument. Maybe access to affordable credit 

could be more appropriate. 

-How was this selection of areas done? Was it random? 
-The author(s) have not given the merits of selecting 

the approach and methods of data analysis and their 
demerits. Could there be possible demerits of other 

methods, not selected?  
-The author(s) did not attempt explain how the 

research questions/hypothesis are answered/tested 

from the empirical models. 
-Regression analysis: Is this the author(s) formulation? 

where was the model borrowed from? How did he/she 
select the variables included in the analysis? Have 

other authors used similar number of variables?  

-Which theoretical model guided the analysis?  
-Results are poorly presented. The reader goes 

through the narrative before meeting with the tables.  
-The justification for selecting a functional for is wrong! 

You do not select a functional form on the basis of the 

number of significant variables or the size of R.  
-The author(s) should also be able to justify the 

functional form chosen for the model even if they've 
assumed a simple linear relationship between 

variables.  
-Test the assumptions of the classical linear regression 

model (CLRM) and make changes to the model as 

All the issues raised have been addressed by the 

authors. 
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necessary.  

-Finally, spend some time examining the sensitivity of 
your results by making slight modifications to the 

variables (sometimes influenced by the outcomes of 
CLRM tests) included in the model and the functional 

form of the relationship.  
-If your results are stable to these types of variations, 

that provides additional justification for your 

conclusions 
-Proper referencing should be followed. One cannot 

distinguish between the Book, journey articles and 
other articles  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 


