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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

It is a pretty good use of English. 
 
16- implicated. No, you mean introduced. And what does “online ones” mean? Blah. 
17-implications. No, you mean innovations. 
 
The article is full of such issues. Pretty good for a non-English speaker. The ideas 
are, as I understand them, good.  
 
48-“a recent study”? Since when is 2008 a recent study? 
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