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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 
 

1) The authors can back up their arguments by adding some examples in the form excerpts 
reporting the participants’ exact utterances. The authors can then provide arguments based 
on the examples they provide.  
 
2) The participants’ demographic information is not given (e.g., age, gender, etc.).  
 
3) The authors have used different data collection instruments but it is not clear how the 
findings of these instruments were triangulated.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 1) It seems that masculine and feminine indicators in the authors’ first language is different 
from English which has to be checked and corrected throughout the manuscript (e.g., the 
first line of the abstract where “her” is used instead of “its).  
2) Can the authors summarize the main findings in a figure or table?   
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