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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. The manuscript is very important for scientific community. 
2. What about the title “Clean water demand estimation and forecasting in 

Palopo, South Sulawesi Province, Indonesia”? 
3. The abstract needs some grammatical correction . In some case it is 

necessary to use past tense and perfect tense. 
4. There is no subsection numbering in result discussion part. Table colour 

is not necessary.   
5. Reference is not sufficient. In methodology section some equations were 

used. There needs reference. 
6. Please give the detail and reference of calculating domestic need and non 

domestic need. 
7. It is necessary to improve this paper. 
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