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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 
 

I really appreciate the ideas and results contained in this article. However, I believe that 
there are things that really need to be added by author(s) in order to make article better. 
Then, it would be better in the introduction the reasons for choosing SBT were explained 
more comprehensively 
It is also deemed necessary to discuss the results and conclusions by connecting them 
with relevant theories and research results.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It would be even better if the discussion flow was made using a deductive method of 
writing, from general to specific. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It would be better if the author(s) complete a statement indicating that there are no 
competing interest issues 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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