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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 

 
(1) Why the authors select only the data of 2011, 
rather than data of more one year? 
(2)Because the authors measure the 

enterprises productivity using SME’s annual 

added value, but the index measures the firm 

growth in some papers, I suggest that 

enterprises productivity may be revised as firm 

growth. 

(3)Because corruption is only the dependent 

variable of the first-stage regression in TSPLS, 

Corruption is not the dependent variable in the 

paper. 

(4) It's worth asking whether that “(iii)the 

entrepreneur’s company received government 

contracts in 2011” is viewed as corruption, if it 

is true, we may think all companies received 

government contracts in 2011 exercised the 

bribes. 

(5)I suggest the authors may list a table about 

the regression result of the first-stage 

regression in TSPLS in the paper. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
(1) “In the first column of table 2 ” , namely in the 
first line of the last paragraph on page 12 should 
be “In the first column of table 3”, there is some 
of this error in the paper, please check them. 
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(2)It is very difficult to distinguish the two lines in 
Graph 1 and Graph 2. 
(3)The logic of literature review and quality of 
presentation of English language is not good. 

Optional/General comments 

 
There is some questions about typesetting.  
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