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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 
 

This work is more an empirical note on an economic issue than an article. It is very short (less than 
ten pages). That said, it can be considered as a short article.  
The substance of this article is interesting and confirms through analysis a rational intuition, in this 
case the situation of an industrial sector affected more upstream than downstream by the covid-19 
crisis. The author uses a VAR model to draw a number of interesting conclusions about the impact of 
covid-19 at different stages of the economic process in the household appliances industry, from 
production to final consumption.  
Recommendations are proposed to improve the situation of the sector inside and outside the sector. 
These suggestions are rather general but relevant (external tariff policy and domestic price control). 
In the end, we welcome the publication of this empirical paper.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The plan of this work is not apparent but curiously elements of the plan suddenly appear in the middle 
of the article (Empirical Test： ...   A. Unit Root Test ... 
B. Johansen Cointegration Test ... C. Granger Causality ..., etc).  This casualness in writing is quite 
common among authors and calls for an effort of rigour in the form of their text without forgetting the 
necessary transitions between the different subdivisions of the plan. Thus, in this short article, on 
page 2, there is no transition between Data Source and Model Construction and  
Construction and Acquisition of POI.  Thus, as you read, you discover the concrete content of the 
"Data Source and Model Construction：" part.  
This type of asperity can eventually be corrected.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article is very empirical and contains a short but sufficient bibliography.   
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