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	Reviewer’s comments
	Authors’ Response
	Where1 

	ABSTRACT
	
	

	Reviewer A

	· NA 
	

	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	

	TITLE
	
	

	Reviewer A

	· NA 
	

	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	

	Reviewer A
Please cite whenever (CITE) appears in this manuscript.
Please break this sentence into smaller sentences. Too many ideas in one sentence.
If this exactly the same table from SC, please cite the source in detail. The same action is needed for all. 

Please provide an example here.
Not clear.
A noun is needed following this adjective.
What does "them" refer to in this context?
What does ‘it’ refer to?
Please provide an example for this.
This sentence is incomplete.
	· Citation added



· resolved


· sources cited


· examples provided


· further explanation given

· financial profits

· the investment as proposed by the scammers

· the promised return

· examples provided


· ‘...were chosen and analysed’ added
	page 0



page 0


page 1


page 2


page 2


page 2

page 2

page 2

page 2


page 2

	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	

	LITERATURE REVIEW
	
	

	Reviewer A
Is this necessary? 
This phrase should be explained earlier.
This needs to be rephrased.
Please introduce all the dimensions first, and then elaborate. Otherwise, readers will not know how many to expect.
Is this the term used? Usually as an adjective, the word "cognitive" is used. ("Process" here is a noun). 
For example?
Please provide examples.
An example of how this is used in context will be good. Same comment for all that was highlighted earlier.
Same comment as above.
What kind of event does this refer to?

What is this?

What is this? This needs to be defined.

What features?

How is this different from LIWC? Need to be clear.
As requested earlier, this needs to be defined clearly.

	
· Deleted

· description of ‘linguistic footprints’ added in the earlier section

· paraphrased and restructured

· introduced and elaborated



· changed to ‘cognitive’



· examples provided


· examples provided
· examples provided



· examples provided

· ‘event’ removed

· elaborated

· paraphrased and restructured

· ‘various linguistic cues’



· updated from LIWC22 to LIWC


· rephrased and restructured
	
page 3

page 3

page 3

page 3



page 4


page 4



page 4
page 4



page 4

page 4

page 5

page 5

page 5



page 5


page 5

	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	

	RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
	
	

	Reviewer A
What is the sample size? This needs to be established first before saying that it is "too small for random selection"

This sentence is too long.

Please provide an illustration using one of the words to make this clearer. A good methodology section should enable readers to replicate the study.

Please provide a print screen of this to better illustrate the method. 

	
· sample size provided



· rephrased and restructured

· Illustration in the form of screenshots provided




· Illustration in the form of screenshots provided
	
page 5



page 5

page 5




page 5



	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	

	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	
	

	Reviewer A
This should be explained clearly in the Methodology section. 

This is not clear.

This should be mentioned earlier in the manuscript.

Please do not repeat information presented in the Table. Information in the table should be self-explanatory - information in the text explaining the table should complement (not repeat) what is presented in the table. This comment is for ALL Tables and Figures.
Please revise this section that reports the TABLES to avoid repetition of information.
Please check how Mean Scores are reported in sentences and please ensure that the structure is consistent.

This needs to be rephrased.

How is this "enticing"?

Where is the "social reference" here? Elaboration is needed here.

It is better to put these expressions in context - otherwise, the "ambiguity" is not felt.

This is already mentioned earlier in the same paragraph.

How are these related to "perception"? Would including the visuals make it more convincing? If so, please include the visuals.

What does "this" refer to?

Keep this to between 2 and 4 paragraphs only, and take the reviewers' comments into consideration. 


	
· restructured


· Amended as  suggested

· Amended as  suggested



· Amended as suggested.






· Amended as suggested.


· Mean score reporting has been amended accordingly



· rephrased as suggested

· Amended as suggested

· Amended as suggested


· Amended as suggested


· Amended as suggested


· Amended as suggested



· Amended as suggested

· Amended as suggested
	

page 6

page 6

page 6



page 6






page 6


page 6



page 10

page 10


page 10

page 10


page 10

page 10



page 11

page 11

	Reviewer B

How do you justify the dimensions?
	

· justification given in literature review section
	

page 3


	LANGUAGE & ORGANIZATION
	
	

	Reviewer A
Since there are more than 4 Authors in this submission, each of the authors' role has to be explained in the methodology. - Editor

	
· Authors' contributions are placed after the Conclusion section

	


page 15

	Reviewer B

	· NA 
	





1 Please refer to the changes in the revised file (File name: ____________________________________________________)
