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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 
 

In the assessment of the paper submitted for the review, I specifically focussed on the 
discussed issues, applied research methods and the scope of analysis of research results, 
as well as substantive content of the article and its structure. 
The subject discussed in the paper is timely.  
The structure of the paper is clear and consistent with accepted standards. 
To improve the quality of the work I would recommend: 
1. expand the information about the research limitations. This type of research may be 

geographically limited. Please reinforce the description. 
2. formulate more specific managerial implications. 
3. figure 3,4,5 could have been better presented. At present they are not easy to 

understand. 
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