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Overall, the paper suffers from serious deficiencies that 

are summarized as follows: 

 

1. Poorly written and at times the message is not 

clear. In particular, the abstract is incoherent 

and it seems as if it has been translated using an 

electronic translation program. 

 

2. The paper is simply a literature review with no 

methodology and stated purpose. As such, the 

paper does not add any value to the literature on 

this topic. 

 

3. No real policy recommendations are included. 

 

4. The bibliography is inadequate. First, it is not in 

alphabetical order. Second, the format is 

inconsistent with varying styles. Third, a number 

of quoted names were used in the body of the 

paper but not included in the bibliography such 

as C.P. Kindleberger; Tingerbren; Sanli 2004; 

Celik 2013; Bugun 2015; Yildirim 2005)  

 

 

 

 

 

 

1- The language of the paper has been 
checked and the abstract has been enriched.  
Lines: 28-36 
 
2- Methodology and purpose in 
introductory chapter has been rewritten 
more clearly. Lines: 61-64 
 
3 New additions to the suggestions have 
been added. Especially the fact that Turkey 
should proceed with adjustment laws for 
the EU criteria has been stated. Lines:605-
611 
 
4- References section has been checked  
 
5- Correction for the alphabetical order of 
the references has been done. 
 
6- References in different languages have 
checked and their translations into English 
language have been done and corrected.  
 
7- English language of the paper has been 
checked. 
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8- References and bibliography in the 
paper have been checked and necessary 
corrections have been done. 
 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   

 

 


