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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 conclusion is almost obvious in advance and it is the ideal situation for customers in
all wood markets. This conclusion can be predicted without using a logistic regression
model or doing any research.

-Please explain how did you measure and asses the reliability of the questionnaire?

-The independent variable of age is not seen in the experimental model.

Minor REVISION comments

-The relevant literature review is not sufficiently presented in the introduction section. Other
examples of the application of regression models or other quantitative and statistical
models in understanding the perception of customers in the wood industry or other
industries should be mentioned.

-Please mention the logistic regression model equations and explain the formulas briefly.

Optional/General comments

-Some issues raised in the discussion section are unrelated to the goals and approach of
the current article. In the present research, the application of the logistic regression model
for Understanding Perceptions of Wood Workers is emphasized, and it is expected that
guantitative approaches and models used by other researchers will be presented and
compared in this regard.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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