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Compulsory REVISION
comments

The abstract of the manuscript represents the objectives of the manuscript
and the methods leading to their achievement, including a brief formulation
of the conclusions reached by the author of the manuscript. As a part of the
abstract, | can recommend a description of the own motivation and rationale
for the need to research in the area. The authors of the manuscript would
also more emphasize their own contribution to the problem solved. The
introductory chapter does not provide a sufficient overview of the current
state of knowledge in the field, which needs to be substantially expanded. In
addition, the paper contains only six references, which is totally inadequate
foe a manuscript of this magnitude. References would be substantially
complemented by articles from high quality and highly indexed journals,
especially in the WOS and SCOPUS databases. The manuscript have not a
very good structure and layout, and, moreover, the final summary of the
acquired knowledge in the form of the conclusion chapter lacks completely.

Minor REVISION comments

I can recommend to the authors of this manuscript to align all presented
formulas on the center of the page, and all formulas would be numbered by
figures in the brackets, which are aligned to the right side of the page.
Numbers of the individual figures would be beside title of the corresponding
figure. Under each figure would be the source used, for example: “Source:
Own research”.
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