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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? 
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Abstract:   
a. Before the objective is stated in 1-2 sentences of the problem.   
b. The researcher can add the result by comparing traditional production methods and 
implementing lean techniques.  
c. At the end of paragraph 2, add a contribution  
Introduction   
a. The purpose and contribution of this research still need to be visible. It can be added to previous 
research with the same theme if contradictory studies can be used as res 
Literature Review  
Described previous research (references at least ten years back, except basic books as references)   
The definition of lean can be included in the literature with sub-number 3.2., so as to avoid creating 
a new sub-number because it is still included. Kind of waste is described, not with points.   
Methodology  
In explaining 5 S (better described, not pointers), refer to robust references (from journals or 
books).   
You can add the stages from data collection to the conclusion of the suggestion.   
Each table and figure is given a little explanation in the form of a description of the results and 
conclusions.   
Conclusion  
Refer to the purpose of this paper.  
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