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Compulsory REVISION comments

The literature review section is very short. You only refer to a few sources in general,
but you do not present studies by other authors that have addressed the problem
presented in your study. At least a few such studies, the methods used in them and
the results of these studies should be referred to. You can also look for inspiration
abroad. There should also be more information at the introduction of the article,
information should be added about the covid-19 situation and its impact on the
sector.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Your paper has obviously been written before. For example, it refers in its
introduction to the fact that the clothing and textile industries can make a
comeback by repurposing its products as PPE. Is this statement still valid?
All restrictions on the covid-19 are now being lifted around the world, and
drapes are no longer mandatory in some countries. A year or two ago, it
would have been a good move for these companies, but today the world is
changing again. Was it not possible to use newer data?

2. Itwould be agood idea to specify the purpose of your study and ideally
define research questions or hypotheses that would support the scientific
nature of your study.

3. ltis not stated which version of Z-Score was used, respectively, why this
version was used (there are several).

4. What software was used for the calculations? This should also be stated.
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