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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract 

- please describe briefly what research methods have been used in this study 
2. Introduction 

- what does the mean "as" mean in this sentence? please correct the wording in this paragraph 
- what research problem? what solutions can be offered? why choose this topic? please explain clearly 

3. Methodology 
- what type of these research? what is the research variable? how to collect and process the data? Please explain clearly 

4. Result 
- the table is written not neatly, please correct it according to the journal guide 

5. Discussion 
- I don't see any discussion here, just describing the results, please add a discussion according to the topic being 

discussed, please use references from the latest scientific journals 
6. Conclusion 

- the conclusion in this manuscript is too long, it is enough to present the main purpose of this study whether it has been 
answered in the hypothesis or research question 

7. References 
- too few references for a scientific journal, please add the latest references that can enrich the discussion 
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