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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. In table 1, you have decimals for some figures and 
none for others (e.g.  6.27, 10, 20, 30, 38.48, 40). 
Why?  Consistency is important. Check all the figures in 
all the tables to ensure that the number of decimal 
places are same. 

2. Are tables 2 and 3 results of the study? The information 
contained in those tables are more related to data. You 
may want to move them to the methodology section. 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Check the spelling of table  in page 10 (tableau?) 
2. Indicate full meanings of abbreviations in table 4 below 

the table (i.e.,  EDU, REG, CSIZE, EXPRICE, 
MKTEXP) 

3. You applied a logistic regression model to analyze the 
factors that determine CVPA’s participation…. --You 
may need to explain your choice of factors, either 
based on literature, observation or discussions 
with key experts .                                                      

4. You applied the IRR in your profitability analysis. Why 
is the IRR most appropriate for your study? 

5. What are the policy implications of the findings of your 
study? It would be good to state one or two. 
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I find the findings in this study interesting and relevant. 
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