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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

English check is recommended 

 

 

 

Remarks were taken into account - correction in 

the text are highlighted in yellow 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

In the line 376 reference is missing 

 

 

Reference is given earlier in the line 370 ([42]) 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

A really nice paper and important topic. Thorough study 

of related research.  

It would be recommendable to consider the possible 

weaknesses of using quantitative methods for predicting 

future. For example, nanomaterials are selected as one of 

the most important themes although it shows in the 

Table 4 decreasing trend in publications. This kind of 

debate could be added to the chapter 

Conclusions/Discussion.  

 

We thank the reviewer for so warm reviews of our 

work, however we want to note that this article is 

summary in our research and the fair note of the 

reviewer of about "possible weaknesses of using 

quantitative methods for predicting future", and 

also other debatable issues explicitly are 

considered by us in [19] and in this article we 

decided to be restricted to the link to them. 

 

 


