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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Dear authors,  
 
Please find my comments below: 

- The conclusions section should include study limitations and future research directions 
- Include the questionnaire in the appendix for readers to fully grasp your study 
- When mentioning percentage point, there is no need to include values between parentheses, 

please remove parentheses 
- Include the values of the Cronbach alphas for all scales 
- When using “which”, you have to put a comma before it. Otherwise use “that” and no comma is 

needed 
- Revise manuscript wording with professional English proofreading 
- The reference list is too short, please consider expanding it 
- Format references in a uniform manner, according to journal requirements 
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