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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

Title: The title written is not quite right with the contents of the manuscript. preferably need to be adjusted
by writing "based on perspective ..."

Abstract: write down data analysis techniques

Introduction: starting with writing a general statement of the problem then narrowing down to the
problem, expectations, and gap analysis. followed by writing the solution as a research objective.

The review literature in the introduction needs to be compressed only the important part. covers about
20% of the entire body of the article.

Table writing style needs to be adjusted to the journal template.

Discussion: even better if the important points from the results of interviews and observations need to be
made in a table showing comparisons based on the results of interviews with various informants.
Conclusion: Distinguish between summary and conclusion. In an article, it is often enough to write a
conclusion, not a summary. then followed by research recommendations as a form of contribution to the
development of science.

References: up to date references that are out of date (approx. 5 last years) using Mendeley or etc.
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