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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The abstract of the manuscript contains motivation, 
including a rationale for the need for research in the 
field. Within the abstract, the authors of the manuscript 
define the aims of their exploration, the methods 
leading to their achievement, and they briefly formulate 
conclusions obtained. I can only recommend that the 
authors do not use references to the resources used in 
the abstract. On the contrary, a high-quality search of 
existing knowledge on the problem solved would be 
presented in the introductory chapter, where it more or 
less lacks. Only six sources used are very few. In 
addition, four of them are from the 1950s to the 1960s, 
so they do not represent current state of knowledge. 
The detailed formulation of the study objectives, 
including a description of the methods and procedures 
leading to their achievement, would be a part of the 
introductory chapter, which would also contain the 
formulation of the research hypotheses that the authors 
of the manuscript will try to prove. Chapters “Results”, 
“Discussion” and “Conclusion” are absolutely 
insufficient and they must be expanded. 
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