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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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. The title is too long and it is recommended for a title of a maximum of 12 words, so it needs to be 

simplified without changing the research topic 
2. The results of statistical analysis have not been explicitly included in the discussion 
3. There is no discussion for tables 2 and 3 yet 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The information included in the introduction is too long but has not focused on the research topic 
2. Statistical analysis should be included in the research methodology sub-chapter 
3. References used as a reference for comparison of research results must be included to make it 

easier to compare them with the results obtained by researchers 
4. The keywords listed are no more than five words 
1. Cititated references should be used in the latest journal at least 5 years (minimum 80%) and not 

recommended to use old references such as 1979, 1992, 1996,1999 
2. Writing of list reference should be according to scientific rules and what kind of specific methods 

that used such (as the Harvard method, Vancouver method, or American Psychology Association 
method (APA)) 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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