EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. It was a pity that the author did not highlight all the parts that he/she improved/corrected/amended.

I did it myself: I noticed  repetitions and highlighted yellow and green/ It shows that the author did not do their best, though in their response to the reviewer they noticed the corrections done.

Second: the abstract does not need to include the authors findings and conclusions but needs to hint that possible findings could /must /will in a way be useful for these and or those learners / practitioners. Abstract is too long (this fact was brought to the author by one of the reviewers and there was a promise to correct. We could not see that.

The overall merit of the manuscript can be seen as >5-6, thus deterring the acceptance of it for publication. 15 items in References were too old. Surely, they can be used, however they make 39,5%.

Please, remember that acknowledge is a verb. We need a noun with an additional suffix of -ment (added in the text). Punctuation errors were detected as well.

The manuscript needs major revision for acceptance 

	I have provided feedback on the reviewer's review and highlighted revised sections.

I have revised the abstract and added several updated references.
There are 34 references from 2019 out of a total of 46.
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