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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. 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)

Importance to Scientific Community: This manuscript is important to the scientific
community as it investigates the influence of health facilities and personnel on life
expectancy, a topic of significant interest in public health and healthcare management. The
findings of this study can provide valuable insights for policymakers and healthcare
providers in improving health services and infrastructure to enhance life expectancy.

Suitability of Title: The title of the article, "The Influence of Health Facilities and Personnel
on Life Expectancy in Yogyakarta Province," is suitable as it accurately reflects the main
focus of the study. It clearly indicates the variables under investigation and the
geographical scope of the research.

Comprehensiveness of Abstract: The abstract provides a comprehensive overview of the
study, including the aims, study design, methodology, results, and conclusions. It effectively
summarizes the key findings and implications of the research.

Appropriateness of Subsections and Structure: The manuscript's subsections and
structure are appropriate, providing a clear and logical flow of information. The introduction
sets the context and rationale for the study, the methodology section describes the
research design and data analysis, and the results and discussion sections present the
findings and their implications.

Scientific Correctness: The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, with the
methodology and statistical analysis being appropriate for the research questions. The
results are clearly presented and discussed in relation to the existing literature.

Sufficiency and Relevance of References: The references cited in the manuscript are
sufficient and relevant to the study. They include a mix of books, government regulations,
strategic plans, and journal articles, providing a solid foundation for the research. However,
it might be beneficial to include more recent references, especially in the discussion of the
current state of health facilities and personnel in Yogyakarta Province.

Additional Suggestions:

Consider discussing the limitations of the study and suggestions for future research in the
conclusion section.

Provide a brief overview of the data collection process and any limitations or biases that
may have influenced the results.

Ensure that all statistical analyses are clearly explained, including the rationale for the
chosen methods and any assumptions made.

Consider including a section on the policy implications of the study findings, highlighting
how the results can inform healthcare policy and practice in Yogyakarta Province.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
However, there are a few minor issues that could be addressed to improve clarity and readability:

Some sentences are overly complex and could be simplified for easier understanding.
Ensure consistency in terminology and use of abbreviations throughout the manuscript.
Check for grammatical errors, especially in the use of articles (e.g., "the," "a," "an") and
verb tense consistency.

Overall, the language and English quality of the article are sufficient for scholarly communication,
but attention to these minor issues would enhance the readability and professionalism of the
manuscript.
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Optional/General comments

e The manuscript provides a comprehensive analysis of the influence of health facilities and
personnel on life expectancy in Yogyakarta Province. The study design and methodology
are robust, and the results are clearly presented and discussed.

e The authors have done a good job of integrating previous research findings into their
discussion, highlighting the novelty and contribution of their study.

e The recommendations provided based on the research findings are practical and could
have important implications for healthcare policy and practice in Yogyakarta Province.

e |t would be helpful to include a section on the limitations of the study, acknowledging any
potential biases or constraints in the data or methodology.

e Consider including a brief section on the implications of the study for future research
directions, highlighting areas where further investigation could build on the current findings.

e Overall, the manuscript is well-written and makes a valuable contribution to the literature on
public health and healthcare management.

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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