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Compulsory REVISION comments

The article must have discussion sector (perhaps sectors with results should be
reorganized and some paragraphs excluded from this sector and included in discussion
sector).

The Conclusion must me be improved.
Novel ISI/WOS references should be added.

Minor REVISION comments

The paper is well written. It has some contribution to existing literature, but the authors
must explain in which way they research study adds value to existing knowledge. The
introduction provides useful information and follows a logical format. For this type of paper
(literature review), sources and numbers (references) are chosen with care. Adding some
cutting-edge research and possibly novel ISI citations could even improve it.

Some minor adjustments to the English language and style, as well as technical
adjustments, are required, but I'm confident that these will be addressed during the
proofreading process.

The author(s) should add Discussion sector to obtain consistency in IMRaD form. Also,
conclusion should be furtherer elaborated and developed. Authors have to follow to what
extent their research aligns with other existing research, to what extent it brings different
(new) elements and they also need to emphasize the novelty and usefulness of the
research. Presented as is, it lacks of cogency. Also, the limits and future directions of
research must be part of the Conclusions.

Optional/General comments

English corrections in grammar and style should be made.
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