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Please copy and paste reviewer’s comments into this form and state the revisions made/ 
your responses to the comments. 

No. Reviewer’s Comments Revision/ Response by Author 
1 Technical requirements 

Reviewer A: 
Word count is between 5000 - 7000 words 
(excluding abstract, biodata, and references) 
: Word count requirements met 
 
 
Reviewer C: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

The revision has been made 

2 Title, Abstract & Keywords 
Reviewer 1: 
1) Abstract is between 200 and 250 words: 

Abstract meets word requirements. 
2) Five keywords are included: Yes 
3) Title, Abstracts & Keywords (articles 

written in Bahasa Melayu must also 
include abstract & keywords written in 
English): Not reflected in the article 
though. 

 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

The revision has been made 

3 Introduction 
Reviewer 1: 
Introduction is ok but problem statement 
isn't there. It provided a research context 
though. 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

Problem statement has been added in the 
Introduction 

4 Literature Review 
Reviewer 1: 
There are no literature reviews in this article. 
There are various research discussed about 
this topic. See Ida, R. (2010). She is widely 

‘Literature Review’ heading has been added. 
Sudibyo & Patria (2013), Armando (2014) have been 
added into Literature Review. Unfortunately, Ida, R. 
(2010) was not found. 



cited. Also see Sudibyo & Patria (2013), 
Armando (2014). 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

5 Methodology 
Reviewer 1: 
Creswell's convergent parallel mixed method 
is not applied in such way. It is not sufficient 
just to have descriptive analysis to present a 
quantitative study. Please refer this article 
titled Population-based health promotion 
persective for older driver safety (Classen et 
al, 2007) to understand how convergent 
parallel mixed method is applied. 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

The Creswell's convergent parallel mixed method 
has been removed. This methodology part focused 
on the in-depth interviews and survey (mixed-
methods). 
 

6 Findings & Interpretations 
Reviewer 1: 
The findings is weird in a way because the 
survey questionnaire is not analysed with 
statistical analysis. The instruments of the 
survey is questionable. The interviews 
generated rich findings but without problem 
statement, the result seems confusing? 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

Some revisions have been made in the methodology 
part especially about the instrument of the survey. 
Problem statements were also clarified more in the 
introduction. 

7 Discussion 
Reviewer 1: 
It must reflect the findings using convergent 
parallel mixed which is not the case with the 
article. 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

The convergent parallel mixed technique is no 
longer used and focusing on the results from in-
depth interviews and surveys. 

8 References (APA system) 
Reviewer 1: 
Confusing APA. Example, Janus (1984) is not 

The revision has been made 



cited properly. 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

9 Additional comments 
Reviewer 1: 
Maybe just focus on the in depth interviews? 
Provided with proper problem statement and 
literature reviews. 
 
 
Reviewer 2: 
(No Comments) 
 
 
 

The revision has been made 

Please highlight the changes in your word document by using bold or coloured text. Once the revised 
manuscript is prepared, please upload it to OJS (user guide available here: 
http://ejournals.ukm.my/mjc/pages/view/userguide) and attach this revisions form in your 
notification email to the Section Editor. The editorial board kindly requests that you follow these 
instructions closely. Submissions that do not comply may be delayed in processing. Thank you. 




