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Declaration
As a reviewer of the above manuscript, I declare that I do not have a close private or professional relationship with the author(s) of this manuscript, which could call into question the independence of my judgment.
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	Acceptance after minor revisions
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(this text field will expand automatically when you put in your text)






Please assess the manuscript in question according to the following dimensions:
(the comment field will expand automatically when you put in your text)
	
	Met
	Not met
	Comment

	1. Scientific quality (the article complies with scientific standards)
	
	
	

	2. Relevance (the article raises a current and in the respective context significant issue)
	
	
	

	3. Substance (the article provides sufficient theoretical, argumentative, and, if applicable, empirical substance)
	
	
	

	4. Style (language, figures, tables)
	
	
	

	5. Novelty (the material used and/or the argumentation have novelty value)
	
	
	

	6. Adequateness (the article fits thematically into the focus of TATuP and the Special Topic)
	
	
	

	7. Audience (the article considers TATuP’s interdisciplinary readership and is written in a comprehensible language)
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