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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Overall, this research has met the research standards, both from the method used and the 
selected sample. The selected research variables are also very interesting to study. 
because this uses qualitative research methods, it would be nice if the researcher could 
include one or two paragraphs of arguments from the respondents in the research results 
column, to confirm the results of the research that has been done. Other than that, it's 
pretty good and could be published soon. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The choice of words and narration of each paragraph is easy for readers to understand. 
The plot is well structured and clear, starting from writing the research title, abstract, results 
and discussion, conclusions, and keywords in the research. The results of the research in 
this journal have been described quite clearly, the discussion is made as detailed as 
possible, making it easier for readers to understand the results of the research. 
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