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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
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The manuscript was well presented and there is clarity of expression

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

| suggest the title to be changed to “ANALYSIS OF FARMERS' HOUSEHOLD FOOD SECURITY
In the PT JEMBAYAN MUARA BARA TENGGARONG SEBERANG DISTRICT

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

The abstract clearly demonstrates the message the author is passing across

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes but | suggest the author increase the keywords to 5 words

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

| suggest more recent references to be updated
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

yes

Optional/General comments

The author didn’t discuss the results as required. | suggest major revision in the discussion
section
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