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manuscript. It is 
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REVISION 
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It is a very good paper, but before accepting it has to be improved, as follows: 

1. Abstract – significance named P≤0.5 is unusual, I suppose that author(s) thought p≤0.05 

2. Introduction – after good literature review in the Introduction, author(s) should give a short 
presentation about their own research, what were they do and why (to explain motive(s))? And to add 

some null hypothesis also … 

3. Material and methods – sample of 80 motorcycle is very small for any reliable conclusions, so if  
author(s) could not increase sample, then  it could not be make any conclusions for any other city or 

town or …; survey questionnaire has to be shown at least as Appendix of the paper, because future 

readers have to know what kind of questions were used, with scales (i.e. Likert) or no; Also about 
questionnaire, it is not clear reliable of questionnaire instrument because in the paper there is no any 

statistical test about it; 

4. Also, because of small sample question about reliable of statistical test (hi-square) arise.  
5. Author(s) have to do some English proofreading.  
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