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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 
 

Nothing 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

(1) "et al" should be replaced with "et al.". 
(2) "the presence of Multicolliniarity" should be replaced with "the presence of multicolliniarity". 
(3) "The study therefore, determines efficient estimators among Least Absolute Deviation (LAD)" 
should be replaced with "The study, therefore, determines efficient estimators among Least Absolute 
Deviation (LAD)"(a comma should be added). 
 
I would like to suggest that this manuscript should be edited by an expert of English. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

(1) The numerical simulation should contain simulations using OLS (Ordinary least squares) because 
most readers are interested in comparison of the performance of OLS and other methods such as 
LAD. 
 
(2) If possible, you should add the interpretation of the results of the numerical simulations. It will 
make the "CONCLUSION" more fulfilling. 
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