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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

Need improvement to this manuscript. 
- The abstract should include a brief introduction, objective, methods, quantitative 

results, discussion, and conclusion. Please improve it. 
- The state-of-the-art written in the introduction of the paper is improper and too 

brief. Please write the research gap. The introduction please improve writer’s 
insight and plan for the problem-solving effort. Please improve it. 

- The discussion is not clear, only presents the results. In the discussion, none of the 
literature is referred to. It should be compared with other similar writing to show 
differences and/or similarities with this research 

- The literature referred is mostly over 10 years old. More  
- recent literature is needed related to this research 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Added a references with the latest research, In this manuscript there are only 3 references 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Some parts of this paper need to be improved, namely abstract improve it, the introduction 
by adding literature, the discussion is explained in more detail and compared to previous 
research, and references need to be improved. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Yelin Adalina 
Department, University & Country Indonesia 
 


