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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
Comments	for	the	authors:	
1.	Please	search	broader	to	find	more	updated	researches	that	support	your	research.	That
will	help	you	to	have	a	stronger	discussion	part	.	
2.	Please	use	two	or	three	comments	at	the	end	of	the	paper.	That	will	be	a	useful	guide	for
other	researchers.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
This	manuscript	was	reviewed.	There	are	some	reviewers’	comments	at	the	bottom	of	the
letter.	As	we	are	facilitating	the	reviewing	procedure,	we	are	expecting	to	receive	the
revised	version	in	7	days.	
Regards.	

1	Feb	2021

24	Feb	2021

1	Mar	2021
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	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author:	
Your	manuscript	was	reviewed.	There	are	some	reviewers’	comments	at	the	bottom	of	the
letter.	As	we	are	facilitating	the	reviewing	procedure,	we	are	expecting	to	receive	your
revised	version	in	7	days.	
Regards.	

1	Mar	2021
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Dear Reviewers

Thank you for your helpful comments. The changes to the manuscript are in red.

Reviewers' Comments:

Reviewer 1:

1. Please search broader to find more updated researches that support your research. That will help you 

to have a stronger discussion part.

Response: The discussion was revised.

2. Please use two or three comments at the end of the paper. That will be a useful guide for other 

researchers.

Response: It was added.
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Revision	(1)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
That	would	be	better	to	explain	shortly	the	mechanisms	that	the	authors	mentioned	in	the
discussion.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC:	
The	article	has	been	accepted,	but	it	should	be	correct	in	the	edited	version	(the	proofs)	the
items	referred	by	one	of	the	reviewers	in	the	discussion	part,	otherwise	we	will	hold	the
manuscript.	
Regards	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author:	
Thank	you	very	much	for	considering	Thrita	journal	for	the	publication	of	your	paper	I'm
pleased	to	confirm	that	your	manuscript	has	been	accepted	for	publication	in	Thrita.	
Regards	

14	Mar	2021

24	Mar	2021

24	Mar	2021
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