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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article fills an important gap in empiric analysis of demography. Usual attitude towards demography analysis encompasses cross-sectional or pooled data, whilst the possibility of time-series effect, or country effect in the case of pooled data, is often overlooked. The authors try to mitigate these issues.
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	The title of the article is set up properly and provides all the necessary first look impression of the article
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally well-structured and comprehensive. It provides all important points of the work.
However, I would suggest to decrease the amount of technical reporting (in terms of beta coefficients and confidence intervals)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically correct. The methodology suggested in this work is scientifically justified. Literature is analysed properly, indicating the need for the current article and the research gap it is filling. Results are presented in a sound manner. The conclusions are proper, the recommendations are attainable.
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	There were 42 papers referenced in the article, great share of which are soundly new articles (2024-2025). Topics of these references are consistent with the topic of the paper. The methodological and empiric soundness of the article under review is well-presented by the references provided in this article.
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	The language is consistent. The conduct of the main points of the article is smooth and comprehensive. Methodology and results sections of the article are especially well presented. There are minor language impediments which do not interfere with conveyance of the meaning in the article. 
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