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1. Abstract:

The strength of this article lies in the use of Garrett and RBQ quantitative

methods that produce measurable priority rankings of barriers. In the

abstract, it is only mentioned that there are five domains of barriers, but

quantitative results (concrete values) such as Garrett Score or RBQ Score

have not been mentioned, as well as in the conclusion. Add the main

policy recommendation solutions from the analysis results with the

highest priority.
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4. Result: the results of the analysis are heading in the right direction, but the

analysis has not been critically compared with findings from previous

research.
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