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Compulsory REVISION comments

The objective of the study should be included in the final part of Introduction (or - as a bone
separate chapter).
Discussion is a weak part of this work - should be more deepened and extended. Done
| suggest to add the chapter Limitations of the study
Minor REVISION comments Suggestion is appreciated and taken.

A small number of respondents is a shortcoming of this work. Maybe it' would be worth
adding to the title that it's a pilot research.

Optional/General comments Lack of conclusions relating to the practice.

This is a very interesting idea for research.
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