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 Reviewer’s comment  Author’s comment  (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
 

1- All grammar mistakes should be corrected as shown.  
2- Some sentences which destroy the flow of explana tions should be deleted 
completely. Such sentences are marked with a pink c olour. Some of these sentences 
also include references. If the sentence is deleted , its place in the references should 
be controlled again and deleted. 
3- In Table 1:  
- Which products wear the organic seal? - The verb “wear” should be replaced with 
“have”. 
- What does made with organic ingredients mean? sho uld be written as  What does 
“ made with organic ingredients ”  mean?  
4- In Session Content graph “lived up to expectatio ns” should be replaced with “met 
the expectations” 
5- In Session Design “appropirate pace ”should be r eplaced with “appropriate pace” 
6- In Table 4: 
- “Do you prefer organic foods over conventional fo ods?” The word “over” should be 
replaced with “to” 
- “Do you think organic food is pricy?” The word “p ricy” should be replaced with 
“expensive” 
- “If organic food is sold at a lower price, would you consider buying it more often?” 
The word “would” should be replaced with “will”. 
“When eating out is organic food a factor in decidi ng in deciding where to go?” There 
should be a comma after eating out. 
7- The abbreviation PIQ should be corrected since i ts explanation is changed as 
“Questionnaire of Purchase Intent” 
8- In figure 4 “Probaly will not buy” should be cor rected as “probably will not buy”. 

All changes suggested by the reviewers 
have been addressed and are highlighted 
in yellow  
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