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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The author analyzes the differences between two groups of 
respondents that differ in their positions, but does not take 
into account the fact that they can come from different 
mental models, interests, and motivations arising from 
existing differences when answering. This is not mentioned 
in the article and is not considered. It is more important to 
take into account that two unequal groups of respondents 
are compared.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author considers the distribution to be normal and from 
this he proceeds with statistical analysis. But this may not 
be so and needs special consideration. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article should be brought into conformity with the 
generally accepted form, for example, by introducing the 
section "Discussion". 
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