SUMMARY OF REVIEWERS’ COMMENTS AND OUR RESPONSES
	
REVIEWER COMMENTS
	
RESPONSE

	
1). The discussion on Superiority theory should show how it relates to teasing/put downs in game spectatorship.
	
We have shown how Superiority theory relates to teasing (jocular mockery and jocular abuse) in the game. Although we did not find materials that SPECIFICALLY relate superiority to teasing/putdowns, references have been made to board games as a game of the mind, which has implications for teasing/ridiculing. This can found in pages 6-7. This has further been explicated in the data analysis and discussion section (see for example page 11, paragraph 1; page 13, paragraph 3 etc.).

	
2). In your analysis and discussion, you did not imply or reflect the use of semi-structured interviews to gather data, as you claimed to have collected some of your data through semi-structured interviews in your abstract.
	
This has been resolved by incorporating excerpts from the semi-structured interviews into our data analysis and discussion (see pages 12, 15 and 19). 


	
3. Is “dame” not identical with “draught”? If yes, the author will have to delete all instances of “dame draught” in the paper.
	
We have deleted all instances of “dame draught” in the paper and have replaced them with either draught or dame (check for instance; the last paragraph on pages 4 and 5, second paragraph on page 5, first paragraph on pages 10 and 16 etc.)

	4. References
1.The citation, “XXX”, is not acknowledged  
    here.
2. Please, arrange surnames alphabetically 
    throughout.

3.  Is Palmer 1993 or 1994?
4.  Is Dolphyne 1988 or 1998?
5.  Is the author Gruner or Grunner? And then 
      is the publication 1978 or 1997?
6.   Buah (1998) is not listed here.
7.  The following citations are not available 
    in-text: Archakis & Tsakona (2005), Foot   
    & McCreadie (2006).
	
1. We have acknowledged and replaced all the “XXX”citations used (Agyekum 2009, 2010a, 2017, page 2, etc.)

2. The surnames have been arranged alphabetically   
     (see pages 2, 3, 4, etc.), 
3. Palmer 1994
4. Dolphyne 1988
5. Gruner 1997
6. Buah (1998) was listed. 
7. The citations have been deleted from the reference section.
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