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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

This is an interesting study and the authors have collected a unique dataset using cutting
edge methodology. The paper is generally well written and structured.

However, in my opinion the paper has some shortcomings in regards to some data analyses
and discussions, and | feel this unique dataset has not been utilized to its full extent in the
discussion part.

Among the areas that need improving is work to provide better citations that will help place
the current work in better context of the scientific progress over the past 20+ years.
Additionally, better citations will help the authors to provide better and more accurate
information regarding interactive multimedia.

Minor REVISION comments

In several instances | also suggested to cite more relevant and recent literature.

Optional/General comments

Overall, the information presented represents valuable information regarding the feasibility of
multimedia and local language integration.

Overall, this is a clear, concise, and well-written manuscript. The introduction is relevant and theory
based. Sufficient information about the previous study findings is presented for readers to follow the
present study rationale and procedures. The methods are generally appropriate. Overall, the results
are clear.
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