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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
- Tables 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 are misinterpreted.

- In Table 3.1, the comas (representing decimals in French) should be replaced by
dot (representing decimals in English).

The questions were asked in the negative (no access to credit) but caption in
the positive. The label of table 4.1 is supposed to be no access to credit rather
than access to credit. Same with table 4.2 and 4.3. However, the tables have
been adjusted by maintaining the caption but reversing the responses.

The comas on table 3.1 have been replaced with decimals

Minor REVISION comments
- The abstract should be reduced to 100-200 words.

- The paper still contains some grammatical errors.

- The author(s) misquoted Stiglitz and Weiss (1981) in page 4.

- Elsevier (2016) is cited in the text but does not appear in the bibliography.

- Tables should be numbered from 1, 2, 3, ...

- The hypotheses evoked in the discussion were not formulated earlier in the paper.

- The bibliography should be presented according to the standards set by the Journal.

Thorough review. Very good observations. The corrections have been done
accordingly.

Optional/General comments

- There is potential in this research but it has to be edited to meet publication standards.
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