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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 

 

Presented article is a good example of speculation on 

ignorance of the potential readers. The author 

proposed to consider the labor market of Ukraine, as 

an ideal, forgetting that he feels strong pressure from 

the labor market in Russia and Europe, which offer 

more favorable conditions. Thus, the most active 

representatives of the workers prefer to work in 

these markets. None of this is not taken into account 

in the model.  

 

 

Thank you for your comments. Of course the 
problem of external migration labor resources is 
vital for Ukraine.  On the recommendation of 
reviewer I additionally noted this in the introduction 
(Lines 29—34 in revised paper). But in my article 
and also in the model that I built I studied the 
economic activity of population specifically on the 
labor market in Ukraine. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The author needs to highlight more clearly exactly 

what the variables are put into the model, and the 

results . 

 

 

 

I specified the variables that I included into the 
model and in the results in Lines 152—165 in 
revised paper. 
 

Optional/General comments 

 

In addition, it is desirable to bring the article to the 

conventional form, highlighting the separate section 

"Literature review" and "Discussion", as well as to 

decode all the abbreviations and collect them in a list 

 

 

 

I introduced the designation decode the 
abbreviations in Lines 152—165 and 192—193 in 
revised paper. 
Section “Literature review" and "Discussion” I 
suggested in Lines 64 and 492—517.  
Thank you for your interesting ideas and helpful 
advices. 
 

 


