
We appreciate all reviewers for recognizing the novelty of our paper. Below, we provide 

the point-by-point responses for each reviewer. 

 

Comment 1: In particular, we note that there is no assessment of the quality or risk of 

bias of the included studies. Conclusions in a systematic review or meta-analysis should 

be related to the quality of the included publications. Without this critical assessment 

of the included studies, we do not feel that your systematic review currently fulfils our 

requirements for consideration (for more information, we would refer you to the 

following source: Higgins JPT, Thomas J, Chandler J, Cumpston M, Li T, Page MJ, 

Welch VA (editors).  

Reply 1: We have added sections 4.5 Quality Assessment in revised manuscript. We 

adopted quality assessment tools that are being used in meta-analysis in the area of 

Engineering. 

 

 



 

Furthermore, we have added some practical implications of our work. 

 

 


