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Minor REVISION comments 

 

Introduction 
 
 
 
 
Methodology 
 
 
 
3.1 Managerial implication 
4. Conclusion 
 
 
keywords 

 

 

The introduction is too much long. It’s better to divide in 

two section: 1)introduction 2) background 

It’s need to synthesize because there are repetitions. 

Lines 204-5. It’s important to tell about the aim of the 

paper (it is in line 209) in the introduction. 

 

Table 1 Who are the Others (51.5%)? It’s need to explain 

the sectors of the others. 

 

 

 

Why do you divide in two paragraph? I think that  3.1 is 

just a comment to the results and it is a conclusion. It’s 

preferable only one paragraph mixed.   

 

They are too much. It’s preferable to cut survey (it’s 

obvious), Portugal (it’s in the title) 

 

 

 

A new introduction was made. A new section 

called “Background” was inseted as suggested. 

 

 

 

 

The others are dispersed among many different 

sectors of activity with no special relevance 

 

 

 

We included 3.1 on the “conclusion” section and 

add to the title “managerial implications”. We 

also changed the title of the section “results and 

managerial implications” to only “Results” 

 

We cut survey and Portugal 

Optional/General comments 

 
My impression is that is a nice paper. 
 

 

 

 

 


