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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 
 

-The word practioner, appears not being a ‘typo’ error/omission. It is repeated severally. It 
requires correction. My take is that the author meant ‘Practitioner’. 
-line 21, indicates a poor starting of a sentence: “only solution.......” 
-line 25, the use of the word ‘which’, instead of who. 
-line 33 is missing the word ‘is’. 
-line 34 on the use of the word lead instead of ‘leads’ 
-line 73: the sentence is unclear 
-line 74: the word ‘constraint’ should be ‘constraints’ 
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