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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 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 still play very role important in the world of education. Authenticity and validity 
Journals are great too need noticed fine. The usual peer review process done for help ensure that 
published articles has through evaulation from experts in the field. 
2. title article Already in accordance. Writer discuss in accordance with problem and title. 
3. deep article This No loaded abstract 
4. already in accordance though Still There is Inappropriate writing 
5 based content and explanation in the article This so script This can said Correct in a way scientific  
6. references used Already Enough adequate and based year study This Enough Can accepted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
Yes.  
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. on 1.1 Statement Problem made in a way systematic explanation related the issues raised, so as 
not to repeat use the same sentence or explain the same problem. For results research Previously, 
to use research gap language to avoid gaps study with problem study can understood in a way 
separated. Problem study made in a way systematic or use numbers (numbering) 
2. on 1.4 Room Scope of Study to explain or add explanation about amount employees involved 
become room scope research and amount and amount taker policy in a way overall. 
3. on 2.0 review literature explain connection theory with variable as well as approach theory from 
every variable  
4. at 2.3. gap study made in form table consisting of from number, variable results study  
5. Writing of chapters and sub- chapters is created different follow technique writing (example: 1.5 
and 1.5.1 no made parallel) 
6. on 3.0 methodology study connect location and subject, design research, methods research, 
definition operations, research instruments, data collection techniques and data analysis techniques 
7. In 3.7 Methods and Instruments Data Collection is made in One or two paragraphs, for 
explanation every action should reduced or made more short and concise without need create sub 
chapters or number. 
8. in figure 3. Use symbols such as x 1, x 2 as each symbol variables and plain charts. And explain 
direct relationship or No direct with between mutual variables influence with line / point.as well as 
add information Eg: (H 1, H 0). 
9. conclusions and results made in a way different However convey same point. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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