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1. Yes. the manuscriptis important for scientific community.
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3. The abstract needs correction. The comments were expressed in the
text of the manuscript.

4. Subsections and structure are need to be corrected. The comments were
expressed in the text of the manuscript.

5. Yes, itis correct if the validity and reliability of the questionnaire is
stated.
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The article should be revised according to the comments expressed in
the manuscript.
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