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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?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

This manuscript addresses a timely topic and makes a relevant contribution to the field. This
paper can be considered for publication However, some minor revisions are needed before
it can be published.

The title of the manuscript is very long

YES
YES

YES

The references are a bit outdated

| have some suggestions for the manuscript.

The literature review is promising, but disregards recent publications in this field. The authors
conduct very relevant research, but fail to emphasise the relevance in their introduction. The
manuscript

contains an elaborate literature review, but definitions of the key concepts are needed in the
introduction

| believe that the authors are too humble and can put forward their claims much more confidently.
They draw on

extensive empirical evidence and make a valuable contribution to the field. This can - and should -
be highlighted much more!

In the discussion, the authors should link their empirical findings to the international literature. This
will also help them to emphasise their original research contribution.

Minor REVISION comments

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