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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.    A recommended outline of the paper structure is: 

a. Introduction 

b.    Literature Review 

c. The Model 

d.    Data and Methodology 

e. Empirical Testing and Results 

f. Conclusions and Policy Implication 

g. References 

2.    The paper should have a Data section clearly 
indicates the data sample period, not just be 

found in the Table. 

3.    A major deficiency is lack of literature review. 

4.    It’s recommended to shorten the “Namibian 

Fishery Economic Performance” section into one 

page or so. 
5.    It’s recommended to shorten the gravity model 

presentation. 

6.    Fixed or Random effect should be tested in 

addition to using reasoning. 
7.    It’s recommended to explain why the sample data 

is limited to the period of 2009 – 2013. 

1. The structured requested addressed 
and accepted  

2. Data section created  
3. Literature review added  
4. The “background section” still left as 

it is as the other reviewer liked it  
5. The Gravity model shorted  
6. The testing for Random or Fixed 

added and indicated clearly  
7. Motivation for data application 

explained   

Minor REVISION comments N/A  

Optional/General comments 

 

N/A  

 
 
 
 
 


