***For a meta reviewer*** 	Comment by Paul S: I have edited your manuscript, fixed the grammar, spelling, style, and punctuation issues. Moreover, I have removed problems with transitions, jargon, and wordiness. Finally, I have polished the paper, eliminated errors, refined word choice, and improved sentence structure to improve flow, tone, and clarity.
Specifically, there was a number of verb tenses and redundant phrases issues found in the manuscript. Many of my revisions focused on these issues. 
Feel free to request me, Paul S., by name should you require an editor for future orders.


The authors investigated the level of security implementation and security fatigue of visually impaired students. The authors found that their participants (visually impaired students) tended to fellall into one of the two groups: 1) high implementation and high fatigue group, or 2) low implementation and low fatigue group. Based on the results, the authors made suggestions of the countermeasures for visually impaired people (e.g., providing education)They suggested countermeasures for visually impaired people (e.g., providing education) based on the results.

I do not recommend this manuscript for publication mainly because the authors fail to back their arguments with credible of a lack of references. Moreover, they failed to compare their findings with other similar  and comparisons with previous similar studies. The details are described in "Comment Form to the Author."	Comment by Paul S: Remark: The corresponding text has been heavily edited to enhance conciseness and for better clarity, readability, and flow of ideas. Please verify whether the edits convey the desired meaning.






***For authors***

The authors investigated the level of security implementation and security fatigue of visually impaired students. While the problems addressed topic addressed in this manuscript isare vital to the academic community important, I do not recommend this manuscript for publication owing to the following because it has the following serious problemissues:s, especially one biggest problem.


(1) My biggest concern wasis that there is a lack of references to previous security studies that investigatedinvestigating security, and privacy behaviors, and concerns of visually impaired people. Although the The authors stated that security studies forfor visually impaired people wereare biased toward those dealing with authentication methods: however, there is a certain number of studies dealing with general security and privacy behaviors and concerns of visually impaired people, other than authentication methods, as listed below, some studies focused on visually impaired people's general security and privacy behaviors, other than authentication methods. The following studies are examples of this:	Comment by Paul S: Past tense should be used to maintain consistency in verb.

- "Privacy and Security Perceptions of Visually Impaired Internet Users" by A. M. Seffah and A. B. Mirza
- "Factors Influencing the Privacy and Security Behaviors of Visually Impaired Adults" by S. M. Phipps and K. L. Ozok
- "Security and Privacy Behaviors of Visually Impaired Users When Using Mobile Devices" by K. L. Ozok et al.


· <paper title1>
· <paper title2>

[bookmark: _Hlk152557855]The authors failed to did not cite any one of thosesuch studies. AlthoughWhile the study on authors' focus on security fatigue of visually impaired students wasis certainly novel, some of the security concerns questions that the participants in this study answered were already mentioned in those previous studies. In the Results section, the authors should had better state clearly whether their findings are completely new or are replications of what has alreadyclearly state whether their findings are entirely new or replications of what has been mentioned in those previous earlier studies.


(2) I am concerned about the quality of the Results section, especially the results highlighted in Table 5. In “"the assessment results” " column in Table 5, I recommend that the authors should summarize abstractly with respect to security implementation and securityummarize the security implementation and fatigue. In the “"measurements” " column in Table 5, the authors shouldhad better state clearly that the measurements excluding ★1 and ★2 were provided in the previous study [4]. Furthermore, the authors should rethink and specify those measurements in the context of visually impaired people. 


(3) In This is my opinion, the authors should move the descriptions about their recommendations focusing onof the countermeasures to the Discussion section and separate them with from the results, because the effectiveness of their recommendations was ere not verified. 	Comment by Paul S: The plural verb were does not appear to agree with the singular subject effectiveness. Consider changing the verb form for subject-verb agreement. 



Minor points for improvement:
· The authors musthave to show the distributions of the participants' answers (i.e., distributions of 5-scales) for for each question item of Question- 2 (as mentioned in Table A-1) and  Question- 3 (as mentioned in Table A-2).
· TI recommend the authors should discussprovide participants’ participants' demographic and basic information in more detail, e.g., degree of visual impairments, Internet usage time, and devices in used. 
· TI also recommend the authors should state that the results of this study were derived from participants' self-reports in the limitations sectionin the limitations section that their results were derived from participants' self-reports. They should note that Participants' security implementations investigated in this study are self-reported by participants, not objectively observed. Researchers on useable security demonstrated that participants' self-reported answer answers didoes not always match participants’ participants' actual security behavior. 	Comment by Paul S: Past tense should be used to maintain consistency.
· It would be better to describe the data collection through methodology of the interviews in more detail, e.g., who was in charge of the interviewee?, Was it whether it was in-person or online? What was, and the average time of interviews?.
· The authors shouldhad better state that all surveys and interviews were conducted in Japanese, and the question items described in Table A-1 and Table A-2 wereare the translated versionranslated.
· Double quotes and apostrophes are not displayed properlyappropriately displayed in this manuscript.  The authors need to input the proper Latex commands.

