EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

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

	1. The author(s) did only a small part of the minor revisions requested by the referees. Even though they state that they reorganized or fully revised the results and discussion, and the conclusions section, they did not really introduce changes or at meaningful changes in them.

2. In addition, in the abstract, even though they introduced important information, they did not present the research gap that makes this research worthwhile.

3. Besides, the data on the sample are in the findings section – incorrect place -, and the table is introduced before it is mentioned in the text, which is incorrect too.

4. This means that the author(s) did not consider important referees’ comments. Therefore, they should be asked to consider them so that the paper can be published.
	We have carefully addressed all reviewer comments by clearly presenting the research gap in the abstract, restructuring the findings and discussion with sub-themes, repositioning the sample data correctly within the text, and revising the conclusions. These changes ensure logical flow, clarity, and full consideration of the referees’ suggestions.
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