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4. How was the content of the interviews evaluated? That is, any particular
software that was used to evaluate the content of the interviews to obtain any
common themes etc?

5. How large was the sample that used in this study? How was this sample
obtained in this study?

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

The results in this paper are interesting. The discussion of these results are
complete. Infigure 7, what is series 1?7 The author(s) need to identify what the
series 1 is.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

The results of this study are complete. The research design of this study needs to be
explained in greater depth than the current explanation.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

The references are comprehensive and appropriate for this paper. There are errors
in the preparation of the references and the author(s) should carefully edit the
references during the revision process for this paper.

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
See my comment above concerning how to improve this paper.




EUROPEAN SCIENTIFIC JOURNAL




