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UBR uses the double-blind peer-reviewing system. The authors and their
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Overall recommendation:
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Accept as is
Accept with minor revisions as suggested in this form without further review
Invite revision and resubmission for further review
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Does this manuscript clearly illustrate the issues, problems and trends related to the
theme of this proposed issue?

Title, abstract, keywords (please elaborate if the title reflects the content of the article,
the abstract is clear and concise, and the keywords reveal the essence of the major
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State of art (please elaborate whether the relevance of the research is indicated, is
integrated in the general academic discussion in the field, and the methodology is
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Conclusions (please indicate whether the conclusions reflect the stated goals of the
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❑
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