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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. What is FFB? It remains unclear. I suggest to list its full name when it first time appear. 
2. Line 8, please insert “which” between producers and were. 
3. Line 40, what is PIND? Please list the full name. Do not use the abbreviation when it 

first time appear in the text. 
4. Line 64, what is USDA? Please list the full name. 
5. In line 99, that is equation (1), there is no X7 and X8. 
6. In stochastic production function model (that is equation 1), Yi is used to be quantity of 

output, that is palm oil, but in stochastic cost function model, P1 stands for palm oil, to 
be consistent, it is suggested to use same symbol, say Yi. 

7. Same comment applies to the other symbols, for example, if X4 is used to stand for 
number of labour, then it would be better to use P4 as the price of labour. 

8. In general, Economic Efficiency (EE) is defined as the product of technical efficiency 
and allocative efficiency, it is not appropriate to define EE as 1/CE. More specifically, 
defining EE as C*/C is not appropriate. 

9.  In table 1 the minimum water used is 0.76 (in litre), it is suspected the corrections of 
data, I thus suggest to recheck. 

10. Since the price (or the cost) of input factors are used in this study, it is suggested to list 
the descriptive statistics of all prices of inputs. 
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