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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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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 important for scientific of study especially of Export-Import 

Performance of Patchouli Oil in India 
2. The recommended of title for the  manuscript is  A Analysis Using An Annual dan 

Compounded Growth Rate Model on Export-Import Performance of Patchouli Oil in 
India 

3. The abstract was not comprehensive & ambiguity that  the comments are stated in 
red colour of texts. 

4. The subsections and structure must be clearly.  The author’s need to briefly describe 
the research objectives, research questions, research contributions and 
recommendations of the study. In the same time also elaborate more on literature 
review from the several scholars.  

5. The author’s need to clearly on the research methodology method. More 
explanations on the research design/ sampling design and theoretical model  
collections.  The elaborations on the research findings are  unclearly to support the 
research objectives . More justify and elaborate on it. 

6. The researcher need to elaborate the conclusion, contributions and 
recommendations for the study. 

7. There are some errors on the writing of the references. Use the APA format. The 
author’s need to clearly the techniques of academic writing on result & research 
findings. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The author’s need to focus and comprehensive of explanations and justification of the 
several analytical models and research findings. The language/English quality is suitable 
and accepted. 
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There are some errors on the technique of writing especially the table/diagram. Some 
sources are not stated. 
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