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It would be very useful to add in  "Abstract" section the purpose, objectives and resuts of 
the research. 
The paper has not JEL Classification. 
 
It would be very useful to add in the "Introduction" section the purpose, objectives and 
hypothesis of the research. 
The authors must present the research hypotheses in the methodology section. 
The equations should be written using the equation software. 
The authors must present econometric models with two or three independent variables. 
The authors must provide the software they have processed and the database they have 
accessed. 
I recommend the authors to present the novelty of this research compared to previous 
research. 
The paper is too theoretical one. 
The authors must present what are the differences between fixed costs and semifixed 
costs, and the variable costs. 
The authors must develop the conclusions (only one sentence is not enough!!!.) 
Authors should cite papers published in journals indexed in Web of Science 
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