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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

• However, it still requires poof reading to improve the grammar and make it 

understandable to the reader. For instance, the author uses “exist” which i think 

should be “exhibit”- this is vivid in the abstract and the policy recommendations. The 

author should also improve on the style of referencing, should stick to the referencing 

style provided by the journal. For instance, instead of “Author (Author, 2016) 

asserts...”, the writer should consider “Author (2016) asserts......”   the writers should 

consider putting a number of authors in one bracket separated by a semicolon (;) for 

instance (Author, 2016; Author et al, 2015) instead of “ (Author, 2016) (Author et al, 

2015)”.  

• From my understanding, the WITS and  the UN COMTRADE are but one database, 

however the author refers to them as two separate databases 

• I suggest that the write-up on the spearman rank tests is placed after the explanation 

on the spearman rank correlation method instead of placing it with results.  

• While the author attempts to come up with own recommendations, they are skewed 

towards Bangladesh- I get the feeling that you are doing a comparison of the two 

countries after reading your recommendations. Please consider providing those for 

China such that is does not look like you are biased towards Bangladesh.  

Dear Sir, here are the explanations of your inquires; 

 

• We have done the proof reading more carefully and followed your suggestions. We also 

restructured the references and followed the reference system of the journal. 

 

 

 

 

 

• Yes, you are right. In fact ITC, WITS, all are incorporated with UN COMTRADE database 

system. https://comtrade.un.org/ . So, we made clear about the data sources this time. 

• Followed your suggestion. Please find from 28-298 

• Yes, in some points we missed the Chinese part. This time we included the policy 

recommendations for the products of Chinese T&A industry too. 

 

 

Thank you so much for your valuable comments and insights for improving our paper. 

 


