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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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1. Yes, the author defines very well stakeholders and problem. The problem can be found in 
most of the countries in the world. This is very interesting and important topic. 
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3. Yes it is. 
 
4. Yes they are. 
 
5. Peaty much, yes. If it is possible, author can add some statistical analyses, for the 
dependences of the factors that are used. In addition, there have to be some critical 
analyses on the work of stakeholders and NGO. 
 
6. The references are too much. They have no place in the Results and discussion part. 
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