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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

Minor REVISION comments

It's an interesting paper, with comments:

It should be stated In instead of capital letters LN

We need the proof that equation (1) can be estimated with (5).

There is a need for English revision from a native speaker

The variable In cost shall be included in (5)

The instruments used in IV models were not declared

In Table 3, the P value in the bottom line is for which test?

Please, add quality of adjustment indicators like AIC or Residual sum of squares or
other, so that we can judge the regressions

At the end of section 3, the results need more in-depth discussion

Don’t you think that the quality sharply improved in 2002-2003 due to higher
Chinese knowledge in world trade? Say, China got access to the “desired” or
correct partners in terms of quality?

Do you believe that China could have accessed better products due to prices after
the exchange rate? For example, Brazil was always sending their best due to the
weak Real, while Australia was sending worse products to China because they
sent their best to Europe?

In the conclusions, there is a suggestion for domestic products — they were
analysed nor investigated in the paper — exclude or modify it

Optional/General comments
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