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	Reviewer A’s First Comment 

1. Abstract needs to present the research objective, methodology, and results.
	Answer to this comment here

The abstract was modified to reflect objective, method, and results. 

	Reviewer A’s Second Comment 

2. Authors are advised to make a comprehensive review for the literature of the past three years. The cited references in the current manuscript were out-of-date. Please add some reviews for up-to-date literature.
	More up-to-date literature has been added to reflect recent research on holistic-analytic processing style as well as schema congruity. 

	Reviewer A’s Third Comment 

3. No hypothesis and research question is provided. Research question is necessary for all articles.
	Research question and hypotheses are added to the revised paper. Research question can be found in the introduction section while hypotheses are at the end of the literature review section. 

	Reviewer A’s fourth Comment 

4. The literature review is not enough. Author should put more effort on literature review.
	Literature review has been revised and additional, up-to-date literature has been added. 

	Reviewer A’s fifth Comment
5. Please provide detailed demographic data of subjects/samples.
	Detailed demographic data of the subjects have been added in the revised manuscript. 



	Reviewer A’s sixth Comment
6. The references need to follow the conference format.
	Reference list has been reformatted to reflect the requirement of the journal. 


Reviewer B：

	Reviewer B’s First Comment 

1.    The hypotheses are poorly stated and without rigorous inference. The literature review is not enough. Author should put more effort on literature review.
	Answer to this comment here

The research hypotheses are added to the revised paper as well as the literature review. Due to the space constraint, literature review is limited to 3 pages. However, the authors tried to put as much comprehensive literature review as possible.  

	Reviewer B’s Second Comment 

2.    Proper alignment in the text is required.
	Alignment is checked to reflect the format of the journal. 

	Reviewer B’s Third Comment 

3.    The literature cited in this paper is too old. Please update it. Authors should review papers published recently. Please provide detailed demographic data of subjects/samples.
	Literature review has been revised and additional, up-to-date literature has been added. Demographic data (gender and class-levels of the students) have been added to the revised manuscript. 

	Reviewer B’s Fourth Comment 

4.    The procedure of questionnaire development is unclear.
	In the two studies, there were two dependent variables that we were interested in, overall product evaluation and purchase intention. Therefore, we asked the participants two questions related to the focal variables. 

	Reviewer B’s Fifth Comment 

5.    The research design of this paper is not so sound.
	The design of this research follows well-established experimental design from studies in the cited papers. These experimental methods have long been developed and tested. 



