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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

Diagram 1. Improve the notes of this figure. The authors could report
properly the data sources. They may explain better the data used for this
figure. For example, mention time periods of data and the countries
involved.

Table 1. What do the pairs of numbers indicate in this table? Please, explain
better the table in the manuscript. [ have the same comment for Table 2.
The authors may change the numbering of tables. Currently, it is: 1, 2.A, 1.B,
2.B. Sometimes this numbers do not coincide with the way they are
mentioned in the manuscript (e.g. Table 2 for 2.A; Table 1 for 1.B; Table 2
for 2.B). Why not to use 1, 2, 3 and 4?

Tables 1.B and 2.B. Numbers are very small in these tables. The authors
may reorganise the structure of these tables the make them more readable
and nicer.

The authors show Table 1.B in order to comment on slow growth rates of
European Union countries for period 2007 to 2013. Then, the table shows
data from 2000 to 2013. The authors may correct this. Furthermore, the
table presents log GDP per capita. I am not sure why they take the log of
GDP per capita. From the point of view of interpretation of the values
presented in the table, [ am not sure whether this is a good choice.
Alternatively, the authors could show the percentage change of GDP per
capita between 2007 and 2013. This way, the table would be smaller and
would fit into one page better. Is nominal or real GDP presented in Table
1.B?

Abbreviations are never introduced when they first appear in the
manuscript. Please, correct this.

The authors use decimal coma instead of decimal point. For example, see Tables
1.B and 2.B. Please, correct this.

OK

DONE

DONE

DONE

DONE

Minor REVISION comments

Line 617. Maybe “choc” is “shock”.

YES
Please correct

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is a nice review of economic thinking about competition,
covering the views of different schools of economic thinking.
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