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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The structure of the discussion of the study results should be discussed in detail based on the objective arrangement 
in the paper and not just based on tables and diagrams only. In fact, the analysis is only based on the results of the 
relative index of importance (RII) combined which is difficult to understand with the results of the study. A detailed 
discussion should also be referred to the results of the study rather than separately from the analysis of the study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The discussion structure of the literature review should be discussed separately and not combined together in the 
discussion of the introductory subtitle. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The discussion structure of the study results should be discussed and reviewed in detail based on the objective 
arrangement in this paper. 
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