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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

e Complete revision on grammar. Use of
English language is incorrect throughout the
paper and needs major revision.

¢ Grammar re-check is done

Minor REVISION comments

» (Citations revision required.

*  Rewrite abstract to turn it more
comprehensible for readers.

* Main and secondary objectives must be
explicit.

* Hypotheses and time scope have to be
referred on the abstract.

e  The author should not confuse the purpose
with results.

* Hypotheses have to be sufficiently described
in definitions.

e Abrief description of the questionnaire's
structure has to be included.

* Define what the PLS model consists of in
Methods.

* Include future lines of research in
conclusions.

¢ Revision done. Highlighted in yellow

color

e Abstract has been re-write to be more
comprehensible

¢ Main and secondary objectives writen in
introduction

¢ Time scope have been reffered on the
abstract, the hyphotheses have been
referred in the main body no to make
the abstract too long.

¢ The purpose of the study has been in
line with the result

¢ Hypotheses have been enriched with
definition (supported theory)

e Abrief description of the
questionnaire’s stucture included now

¢ PLS Method explained

e Directions for future reseearch added

Optional /General comments

*  Well-structured. It fits with a research article
structure.
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