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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

Presumably, the reason that 17 observations w
deleted is because the natural log of O is
undefined. Thus, a double-log model could not
used if these observations were included. Yet,
ignoring the observations will bias the estimate
coefficients. Why not use a Tobit model (for
example) or a transformation that will allow use
the observations associated with 0 WTP?
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Minor REVISION comments

The English needs some further proofreading.

Clarify whether the amounts on p. 2, lines 44-41
are “per year” or total.

There is a reference B on line 131 of p. 4, but
that point is not identified in the Fig. .

The link between (the confusing) theory presen
in Sec. 3.2 and the model which is estimated (B
8) is not clear.

Breusch-Pagan is a test for heteroscedasticity,
autocorrelation, as stated on p. 5, line 196.
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Optional /General comments

Overall, this analysis is on the right track, and

much better than most of the submissions that
have reviewed for this journal. Nonetheless, sgme
“clean up” is needed.
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