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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) On line 182, this equation is not logistic equation. Please modify it. And in this equation, 
"X" represents the vector of explanatory variables, while the equation on line 203 
represents explanatory variables as scalar such as xi1 and xi2. I suggest that the 
representation of explanatory variables should be unified. 
(2)  On line 290, "Reliable" should be replaced with "reliable". 
(3) In table 2, difference between "Coefficient" and "Marginal Effect" should be explained 
clearly, or the definition of "Marginal Effect" here should be stipulated.  
 

All  comments raised has been addressed. 

Optional/General comments 
 

In Tables 2 and 3, explanatory variables may be correlated each other. If the correlations 
are high, it might make the interpretation of these results difficult. If you have opinion on 
this matter, I suggest that it should be added to this paper. 

Before the commencement of the analysis, multicollinearity problem was 
checked. The Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) for continuous explanatory 
variables and Contingency Coefficients (C) for dummy variables were used. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


