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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

- Well-organized paper

- InTable 1, there is no need for entire row of Total%, since there is no variance.

- The name of “Conclusion” should change to “Discussion”. If you would like to have
conclusion part too, simply you could add a short text as a conclusion.

Minor REVISION comments

- I suggest that to gather the MANOVA'’s info in one table for Parts of 3.2.1 and
3.2.2. It’s easier for reader to find all in one table.

Optional/General comments
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