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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 
 

 
I really had difficulties not exactly to understand which are the disruptive concepts, but why 
they are disruptive. I strongly recommend author(s) to stress it out in the manuscript 
I would recommend the manuscript to be published if author(s) considered the 
remarks presented after my review (see part I of this form). 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Page 9. Substitute “fundamental rights” to “human rights”. Fundamental rights is an 
expression the refers to the positivation of human rights in a State legal system. Human 
rights fits better in the phrase. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Where I live and considering the Journals I usually read and make my researchs, it is not 
common to make quotes in the conclusion. If its ok for this Journal to publish the article in 
its original format, no problem at all. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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