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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 
 

 
Without the questionnaire, it is not possible to get an idea of the validity of the research (whether we can know more 
about what we wanted to know). I recommend presenting it in an attachment, or at least one give a link to it 
I would like to explain in more detail the claims of the disputed article and the problems with it, because it is a 
discussion. 
Understanding and supporting that this is a discussion article, I would be much more careful. Since this is a survey, 
we do not know anything about the actual activities, except what the respondents answer. Opinions taken publicly 
(even anonymously) do not necessarily correspond to the actual situation. 
Multidimensional analyzes according to socioeconomic status and the presentation of the answers to the 
questionnaire would greatly help the article 
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