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PART 2:  

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

1. The interpretation on results shown in this paper is still very weak. A more 
meaningful and interesting analysis should compare the performance of 
agricultural and healthcare sector.  

2. The author uses Hausman test to choose between  fixed effects and random 
effects model. In my understanding, the Hausman test null hypothesis is that 
the random effects model is appropriate while the alternate is the fixed 
effects model is appropriate. In table 4.5a the probability of the test is 
0.0031000 we reject null hypothesis because the probability 3.1% is less 
than 5%, therefore the fixed effects model is appropriate.  But, the author is 
saying that the result of the hausman test in Table 4.5a reveals that the 
random effect model estimation is the preferred to the fixed effect model as 
the p-value is significant 5% level. The section is confusing. The same 
happens in the texts. Refer to Mundlak, Y. (1978). 

3. The format of the reference list still is not standard, article title, publisher, 
date of publication, capital letters and lowercase letters are missed 
somewhere. . 

4. The results do not provide much detailed and deep analysis so that we do 
not what contributed to the results. 
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1. This comparison has been done using only the variables found to be significant 
at 5% level of significance. Kindly see the entire content of Sub-section 4.3 to 
4.4. There are all highlighted in yellow colour 
 

2. The correction have been effected in the affected tables in the whole paper. See 
table 4.3a to 4.3h 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
3. The format of reference has been aligned to the standard of Science Domain 

International (SDI) journals reference style. See the reference section. All are 
highlighted in yellow colour. 
 

4. This has been added a little fresh based on the point highlighted in No.1 of your 
comment. However, further suggestions are highly welcomed to improve the 
work. 

 

 

 


