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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of 
this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you 
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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. 

  

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

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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Comment s on the article- Analysis of Jambal Roti Product Development,    Case Study at the Original Jambal Roti 
Kiosk "SR" Pangandaran. 
 
There are several mistakes in the article 
1. Keywords are to be revised, alphabetically; Word like strategies is to be deleted and more meaningful words are to 
be included. 
2. In a scientific research article, terms like “Plastic” should not be used. It has to be mentioned whether LDPE/ HDPE 
or so… 
3. In the introductory part and abstract, it has been mentioned that the primary data were collected by interview and 
observation. But it is not mentioned in the result, how much percentage of the respondents reacted your questions. 
Please state, that your  statements are based on the responses made by ---% respondent. Inclusion of the details of 
the respondents like age, gender qualification… etc would have been more meaningful. 
4. There are several mistakes in the references 
 Format correction in (No7) 
Incomplete ref (No 11, 15) 
Names do not match with the text (No 10) 
Reference missing in the text (Nos 2,12, & 14) 
 
5. The authors could have given more meaningful suggestions to improve the current status . The strength of the unit, 
given in the last portion should be included in the abstract. 
6. All the other corrections are made in the manuscript eclosed 
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