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Review Form 1.7

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. Isthetitle 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 makes a valuable contribution to the understanding of factors influencing
life expectancy in Yogyakarta Province. With some enhancements in the literature review,
data analysis clarity, and discussion depth, this study could significantly strengthen its
impact and relevance to policymakers and researchers in public health.

2. The topic of health facilities and personnel's impact on life expectancy is highly relevant,
especially in regions where healthcare access may vary significantly. This research can
contribute valuable insights to policymakers, healthcare professionals, and public health
experts.

3. The abstract and content provide a solid foundation for understanding the research on life
expectancy in Yogyakarta Province. With some minor improvements in clarity, citation, and
data presentation, the report can be further strengthened.

4. The abstract is well-structured, providing clear subsections such as Aims, Study Design,
Methodology, Results, and Conclusion. This organization helps readers grasp the study's
essence quickly. The objectives and scope of the study are clearly stated, focusing on the
impact of health facilities and personnel on life expectancy in Yogyakarta Province.

5. The abstract demonstrates scientific rigor through the use of statistical tests (e.g., normality
test, multicollinearity test) to validate the regression model and ensure the reliability of the
results. The inclusion of previous research results adds context and shows how this study
contributes to existing knowledge.

6. It's crucial in academic research to use recent and up-to-date references. Most of the
references cited in the abstract are from the past decade, which is generally acceptable.
However, it's always beneficial to include the latest studies and publications to ensure the
most current understanding of the topic.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes

The abstract is well-written overall, but there are some minor grammatical errors and awkward
phrases that could be revised for clarity. Additionally, the transition between sections could be
smoother to enhance the overall flow of the abstract.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the understanding of factors influencing life
expectancy in Yogyakarta Province. With some enhancements in the literature review, data
analysis clarity, and discussion depth, this study could significantly strengthen its impact and
relevance to policymakers and researchers in public health.
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PART 2:

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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