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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The idea of the paper is interesting and I would encourage the authors to continue this 
important research. I support the work and believe that it can be recommended for 
publication.  
The main remarks: 

1. The sample chosen is far too small to give conclusive results; 
2. The results presentation are ok, but the supporting discussion enough lacks 

bibliographic support; 
3. You must the literature review should be further developed to be tailored to the 

chosen model (regression model) and the conclusions should be more and 
consistent 

4. Low level of originality of the discussed issue and the chosen method. An old 
model applied on this case study is not considered a new and original contribution. 

More references added on literature review 
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