EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

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

	The methodological mismatch in the abstract and the Likert scale data (see reviews 1 & 3).
There is a major methodological error in the statistical treatment that must be corrected.

1. In the methodology section, 4-point Likert scale is used (Max score = 4). However, in the Table 1 the Range of Means presents a range for "High Knowledge" as 4.00–5.00. As it is mathematically impossible to achieve a mean greater than 4.00 on a 4-point scale. The range distribution must be recalculated (e.g., 1.00–1.75, 1.76–2.50, etc.) to fit the 4-point instrument.​

2. In the discussion section, there is claim of participants about "Moderate Knowledge" of Vigan's significance (M=3.03). Moreover, the text also categorizes technical details (M=2.73) as "Low Knowledge," which contradicts the Abstract's summary of "moderate to high."
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