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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1-The topic of the article is interesting.

2- the researcher could study the economic, social, cultural, environmental, policy-making, etc. variables in it so that
the research results indicate practical and practical solutions.

3- The abstract of the article is poorly written due to the lack of use of appropriate statistical methods.

4- The introduction is very poorly written and is mostly an operational definition. Is the number of 5 sources suitable
for a scientific article? It is better to add at least 20 up-to-date sources with coherence to the topic of your article.

5- The research method is weak because the researcher could use statistical tests such as correlation and
regression. The researcher mentioned that this research was done on the Likert scale. Has this variable been ordinal
as it has been studied in the Likert scale? So why haven't you used non-parametric tests? You could define the
independent variables of economic, cultural, educational, social, and policy-making, and investigate the barriers and
facilitators of the desire to migrate using statistical methods.

6- The researcher has only explained the tables, the interpretation of these results should be written.

7-In the conclusion and discussion section, the researcher should compare the results of his research with other
researchers. In this part, the researcher did not do this. Where are the proposed solutions based on the research
results? Suggestions have not been written.

8-Appropriate statistical methods have not been used and the results are not complete.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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