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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 
 

 
The findings are sound. However, a lot of the paper’s wording and organization is 
very confusing and ungrammatical. I have pointed at specific instances of these 
issues on the manuscript itself, but all sentences must be checked. It is essential to 
be clearer about the data sources, data analysis procedures and the fact that all 
data is qualitative. The conclusions must compare the results to those of other 
studies, state the study’s limitations, present implications for practice, and present 
future lines of inquiry in light of the findings. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Again, the wording. Normally wording issues are minor, but in this case they are major 
and compulsory. 
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