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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

The paper is interesting but it needs major revisions before its potential publication.
The equations (1)-(4) should be explained in detail

The Figure 1 should be described in relation to the objective of the analysis

The conclusions should be further discussed in terms of policy implications.

The manuscript has been modified

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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