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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe 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
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1. Yes, I think this manuscript is scientifically important and also very interesting.

1.1

However, | would like to point out the following comments:

Reduced free time and increased fees for demurrage and detention have
created a lot organizational challenges within the maritime supply chain.
Increasingly actors have fallen back on transportation by truck to and from
the hinterland to reduce costs. This is particular true among the EU member
countries. The following research paper has shown that this approach has a
lot of advantages including: digitalization, extra ‘free time’ for hinterland
locations, and more attention during the negotiation process.

“Demurrage and detention: from operational challenges towards solutions”
by Katrien Storms et al, in Journal of Shipping and Trade, 8(3), 2023.

The title is fine.
The abstract is comprehensive enough.
The subsections and structure are appropriate.
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The references are sufficient and up to date.

The manuscript is scientifically correct, to the best of my knowledge.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
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