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PART 2:  

Editor’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s 
comments 

The paper deals with important and interesting problems. The paper is written correctly in 
terms of its factual content and methodology. The authors introduced the changes 
suggested in the review to a satisfactory extent.  However, the paper would need to have 
a more in-depth review of literature, in particular the publications written in English. The 
central part of the paper appears to be too brief. The paper should have ended with 
conclusions, where more reference may be made to the results of empirical research and 
the theoretical background. The final part of the paper (conclusions) also appears to 
be too brief. Also, the introduction should contain a clearly stated and specified key aim 
of the paper, i.e. such as „the aim of the paper is to…”.  In general, the paper corresponds 
with the character of the journal. I recommend its publication in the present form, as my 
final evaluation is positive. The final decision on the publication, however, should be 
made by the editor-in-chief. Additionally I suggest the authors should take into account 
the minor remarks I have made. 
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