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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

• Provide section for material and methods. 

Explain how the information presented was 

generated and processed. 

• Another section of results and discussion can be 

created as highlighted in the main text, 

• Place the titles of Figures below the specific 

Figure. 

• References should be improved. For instance, in 

the text there is Gal & Hadas (2012) in the 

reference it is indicated Hadas & Gal (2012). 

Ozer (1978) appears in the text but in the 

reference you get  Ozer & Blanchfield (1978). In 

the text is Lavie (1944) but in the reference is 

Lavis (1944). Applebaum & Sofer (2004) in the 

text becomes Sofer &bApplebaum (2004). 
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• Concluding remark should also be forward 

looking. What is the current situation in 

comparison to the situation described in the 

story? In some cases proposals for further 

studies are made. 
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This is excellent work. However, it is important for the 

author to explain how he/she generated this information 

(methods/methodology). 
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