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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle 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)

Yes.

Yes.

No. Some words are still in Bahasa Indonesia and many mistypes, including the abstract. Please
bring this manuscript to professional proofreader for a better readability. In abstract, it needs to be
explained the brief method used in this research. In conclusion part, add the implication from your
result. Make sure that the keywords consist of 3-5 keywords.

No. The paper should also tidy its tables and eliminate unnecessary rows.

Yes.

No. Add references from the Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No. Academic English needs to be improved.

Optional/General comments

In introduction: it should be explained in a clearer the urgency of the coal mining and clearer the
findings of prior studies and it can help to show the research gap.

Procedure of validity and reliability should be provided and please explain the analytical tool used in
processing the results of the questionnaire.

In table 1, is this population data still the same in 2022-20237?

Please add the selected respondent criteria.

In results and discussion, the criteria of measuring validity and reliability should be presented, for
instance follows Hair et al. (2017).
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