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I like this paper, it is short and contains lots of interesting 

findings. The methodology is well-described, statistical 

analysis is solid and the structure of the paper is good. 

Overall, information is well presented. Conclusions are 

based on data presented. 

 

 I like the literature review; it refers to many recent 

publications on Ethiopia. You may consider also this 

World Bank publication: 

 

Making Finance Work for Africa - Patrick Honohan, 

Thorsten Beck – 2007. I believe it also talks about 

Ethiopia. 

 

  

There is scope for improving the English language. The 

paper would certainly benefit from some English 

professional editing. 

 

I would like to thank the reviewers for giving us 

very constructive comments which will improve 

the quality of our paper. All the comments are 

well taken and revised.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I have seen this article, but I am failed to pick out 

the point that may help us in our specific paper. 

For Sure the paper is interesting.  

 

 

I have done some editions in this regard.  
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