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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

Yes the manuscript is very important as the subject of Poverty is one of the key subjects of 
of most of  the 17 SDGs. 

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

 

Not suitable . Because the author has not highlighted the term “Extreme” as there is lot of 
difference between “Poverty” and “Extreme Poverty”.Further the author should have should 
have indicated to which country (Indonesia) the study location pertains to as most readers 
may not know. 
I would suggest that the author agrees to change the title as indicated below :Analysis of 
:”Extreme Poverty” for thespecial Region of Yogyakarta in Indonesia” No need for the year 
2022  
 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 

No. The Abstract is too sketchy and does not indicate why the study was essential and the 
focus on extreme poverty in Indonesia. Also there is no need for the word subtitle 
“Conclusion” in the Abstract and it would have been enough if the conclusion can be 
summarised in two or three lines 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? No. Under the section Introduction the Authour could have explained what is Poverty and 
Extreme Poverty and the difference between the two scientificaly accepted terms. Under the 
subsection Materials and Methods the author has not explained the size of the sample and 
which sampling methods was adopted viz., Stratified sampling, Cluster sampling, 
Convenience sampling or Quota sampling, simple random sampling, systemic sampling, 
Snowball sampling, Purposive sampling, Consecutive sampling.  
Further the author has not covered the Review of Literature under a separate subsection 
and has chosen to cover the review of literature along with the Discussion chapter. 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 

 

Yes 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. 

 
 

The references indicated are all recent and no references are quoted not a problem. 
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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 

 

In social science a sharp distinction explains the difference between ‘Poverty” and “Extreme 
Poverty”. Extreme poverty is defined as people living on less than the International Poverty 
Line (IPL) of $2.15 per day. The World Bank defines poverty in absolute terms People 
anywhere in the world who are living on less than $1.90 per day are living in extreme 
poverty.   
Under Introduction the author could have written about Poverty in general all over the world 
and come to Indonesia later.  
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
The language /English quality of the  paper is in order and suitable for scientific 
communication. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Good subject for a study. 
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