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Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

This paper should NOT be published.

The authors did not address ANY of the comments/concerns from the review.

¢ Even basic, easy-to-address issues, such as fixing the inconsistent terminology, were
not addressed

¢ The methods of the paper were not added (e.g., description of the databases used,
search terms used, method for selecting which papers were included/excluded)

e Specific relevant missing papers that were suggested by the reviewer still were not
included—with NO rationale for not including them!

¢ The major problem of the organization of the paper was completely ignored

¢ The writing style remains inappropriate (e.g., overly casual vocabulary; much opinion
included with no support)

The current version is actually worse than the original, because now it includes statements
that are completely erroneous! For example, now the paper states that “This paper is a
meta-analysis literature review, for it synthesizes and analyzes thenation into
broad findings and draws summary conclusions based on the firidiFigis paper
is NOT a meta-analysis! It does not even include any statisticaisssaDo the
authors even know what a meta-analysis is?

Despite the instructions indicating that it is “mandatory” for the authorspmnel
to each comment, a quick glance at the Author's Comments will show that the
NO response for 6/9 comments... and the 3 that were “addressed” were not &

Bre is
actually

changed in a manner consistent with the reviewer feedback.
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