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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
Introduction: 
- To deepen essay writing with classical studies. 
- Present the justification for conducting this study. 
 
Methodology: 
- Interviews were conducted by how many interviewers? Eleven? 
- Were the interviewers trained to conduct interviews? 
- How many members did the review committee have in pairs? 

 Were experts in what area of knowledge? 
- How many participants did the test take? 
-What modifications have been suggested and carried out after the questionnaire test? 
- What is the average time for the interview? 
- What were the inclusion criteria of the participants? 
- Were there any losses during the interviews?  
- What are the reasons for the losses? 
 
Results: 
- Table 2 - Arrange formatting 
- Figure 1 - Insert subtitle in the figure. Identify meaning of colors. 
 
Discussion 
- Write the discussion because it is in the form of results. 
- Conduct a discussion of the data in more depth. 
 
Conclusion 
- What is the great contribution of this study to professional practice? 
- What is the limitation of this study? 
- What's the big find in this study? 
- What is the innovative aspect of this work 
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PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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