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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The theme approached in this article falls into the topic of Asian Research Journal of Arts & Social Sciences. 
The sections of the article allow the presentation and clarification of the analyzed issues. 
The paper has a clarity of informations. There is a logic thread of the presentation. 
The used language is scientifically correct, and it can be read and understood by the specialists. The style and 
expression of the authors are clear and coherent, no expression mistakes.  
The article contains 67 bibliographical sources in References. The most recent sources are from 2020, and the 
oldest source is from 1996. The works published in the last ten years are predominant The citation of the 
bibliographical sources  is made according to requirements 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The general term “performance” alone cannot be a keyword for the paper. 
In the subchapter 2.3 Data Analysis it is necessary to write “excel” in capital letters, as a trademark of Microsoft 
Corp. 
The triplet “3.4.1” should not be written in bold. 
There are certain inconsistencies in the technical editing of the paper. 
There is no free space between the titles of all chapters and / or subchapters and the text that begins. 
The chapter Conclusion must be numbered by 5. 
The indentation of writing works in References is not permanently observed. 
There are certain unwanted free spaces in the content of the text related to certain bibliographic sources. 
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