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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in

1. Yes, itis. | found the link between institutional distrust and identity radicalization
particularly relevant. This is both theoretically and empirically.

2. Yes-
3. Yes.

4. Yes, but Given the references to the semi-structured interviews referred to in the
abstract and methodologically relevant, | expected that excerpts from these interviews
would be reported and commented on.

5. The case studies should be described better, clarifying the position of the experts
contacted, defining the two case studies more homogenously and clarifying the very
structure of the case studies (for example which roles, organizations and subjects were
interviewed, which nature of the information collections, in which political and cultural
direction the radicalization of identity is directed).
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to provide additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments 1. Yes

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

It is a good article, but the results of the interviews should be better specified and - on an
analytical level - the operational logic and the structure of the case studies should be
better described
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