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in the abstract complete with purpose, materials and methods, results and 
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scientifically correct 
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show the value of TP,FP,FN and TN 
show the calculation facilities Accuracy, sensitivity, precision and specificity 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

https://www.journalarjom.com/index.php/ARJOM/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Anak Agung Ngurah Gunawan 

Department, University & Country Universitas Udayana, Indonesia 

 


