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the study’s design in the title, abstract and method section. - Whereas all the information
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study part of a larger study with more variables? Has any of this data been published? -
Is it necessary to clarify the method employed? - In your methods section, say that you
used the STROBE cross-sectional reporting guidelines. - Survey distribution methods
[website - link, email invite,...]? - Provide a clear description of the selection criteria of
participants. Were the sample sizes sufficiently powered to detect effects? How did the
researchers decide on the sample size? - Some subjects refused to participate. Response
rate? - The ethical aspects in collecting data are not specifically clarified, independently
of the voluntary nature of the subject’s participation, variables such as the approval by
the local IRB, sharing and use of data and informed consent are not patent. - There is
little explanation as to why you analyze your data in the way that you do, or why your
methods are appropriate (statistical procedures). - The process of analysis should be
made as transparent as possible. What strategies were used to avoid duplications or
fraud in the online survey? Did you analyze any potential non-response bias? And early
vs late bias? Did you check if data can suffer from common method bias? Results - A
better visual structure of tables (boldface variables with statistical significance) would
improve the readability. - How did the authors handle missing data? Discussion - Some
of the contributions that are highlighted here could be flagged in the introduction for a
more consistent narrative throughout the paper. I believe there should be better
integration of the results with the existing literature. - A stronger discussion of
implications for future research and potential intervention work is needed. While there
is a brief section on implications, there is much to be discussed for policymakers
regarding future research. I believe this will considerably strengthen this interesting
paper. - Theoretical and methodological limitations should be emphasized more deeply.
CHECKLIST FOR STYLE The manuscript will serve a broad audience of students,
researchers, and practitioners, however, the manuscript needs to be carefully and

attentively proofread, because some sentences are awkwardly constructed, punctuation
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is deficient, and therefore reading is occasionally difficult to follow. That leads me to

believe that it needs careful editing by a native English speaker.
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