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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of
the article.




The title of the manuscript is suitable, no need to change it. It would be better to
start the manuscript with an introduction because it is directly starting with the item
“1. Typical products and their relationship with the territory” .

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.

The abstract mentions the objective , methodology and the results of the manuscript.
In the methodology section of the abstract, it would be better to mention the number
of the survey participants.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

It seems that the manuscript has been gone through a proofreading and therefore
there are no grammatical errors and spelling mistakes that disturbs the reader.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

In the methodology, we are only able to read that it was based on a survey. How the
survey was administered is also explained. But there are no other statistical
methods used. It could have been better to use at least descriptive statistics to
strengthen the study.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

The results section is actually the biggest section of the paper. Each question is
explained and demonstrated with a graph. This makes is easy to follow the sequence
of the results.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

The conclusions are very thorough and they are tailored to the practitioners more
than theorists. The concerned industry can benefit from these results.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

There is only one reference is from 2019, and majority are from earlier dates. It
would be advisable for future to use also references from 2020 and 2021.
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