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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 
 

 
 
It is an important and relevant study, but important information is lacking in the 
methodology: how was the sample selected to reach a total of 100 professionals from 
academic institutions and the private area? Do they sign a consent form? Was the research 
submitted to the research ethics committee? 
Is the questionnaire used  validated? Or was it created and pilot tested? What is the period 
in which the questionnaires were applied? 
 It is necessary to improve the description of the methodology so that the research can be 
evaluated in relation to the publication. 
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It is necessary to improve the description of the methodology so that research can be 
evaluated in relation to the publication. 
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It is an important and relevant study, but important information is lacking in the 
methodology: how was the sample selected to reach a total of 100 professionals from 
academic institutions and the private area? Do they sign a consent form? Was the research 
submitted to the research ethics committee? 
Is the questionnaire used  validated? Or was it created and pilot tested? What is the period 
in which the questionnaires were applied? 
 It is necessary to improve the description of the methodology so that the research can be 
evaluated in relation to the publication. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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