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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

  The reviewer admitted the author(s) fairly revised the paper in accordance with the 

reviewer’s comments. For example, the author(s) uses multiple regressions and finds the 

relationship between insurance demand and risk attitude, income level, insurance premium, 

and government regulation. 

  However, the reviewer feels the author(s) did not respond to the compulsory REVISION 

comments (1) and (2)  in the previous round. 

  About comment (1), the reviewer does not think that moral hazard is “directly” affected in 

your paper. If the author(s) wants to highlight the moral hazard effect and argue the moral 

hazard aspect, as the reviewer mentioned in the previous round, the author(s) should rewrite 

the introduction part. 

  About comment (2), the reviewer thinks that the data from the questionnaire seem to be 

unchanged in the revised version. But, as the reviewer mentioned in the previous round, the 

reviewer evaluated that this questionnaire has a problem and the reviewer recommended 

another methodology. Thus, the reviewer thinks that this problem is resolved only if the 

author(s) will collect data using more sophisticated questionnaire again or another 

methodology. 
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