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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 I am very agree with that this manuscript has
emphasised the importance of ‘recreation”, and
points out some consequences worth paying
attention (e.g. anxiety and depression) if people
insufficient attention it. However, the topic is not
prominent at the ‘recreation facility development
programme’. I suggest the ‘psychological sequelae’ in
the section of introduction can be shortened for
better meet the topic.

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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