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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
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 few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript explores the urgency and relevance of the role of students in the 
KKS program for the development of faith and piety among the young generation 
in rural areas. The authors effectively outline the various contributions that can 
be made by KKS students, the challenges they face, and the strategies that can 
be applied to achieve these goals. However, there are some major revisions that 
should be applied.  
 

 

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

 

Yes, it is   

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

 

Yes, it is comprehensive and thorough enough   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are not appropriate. There 
should be a separate section for the participants and context; the author would 
do well to explain the study's context in detail to make readers more familiar with 
it. Additionally, the results section is too shallow, and the themes and codes are 
not clearly defined. The claims made must be supported by quotes from the 
scripts of the semi-structured interviews, observations, and documents. The 
number, gender, and age of the participants should be presented in the 
manuscript in the form of a table. Furthermore, the literature review could be 
more thorough, providing a comprehensive background and justification for the 
study. 

 

 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

The topic is original and addresses a significant gap in the existing literature, focusing 
on the unique challenges, dedication, and hard work of rural students. The authors have 
utilized a combination of semi-structured interviews, observations, and document 
analysis, which provides a comprehensive and multi-faceted perspective on the issue. 
Despite the need for structural revisions, the foundational research and methodologies 
employed are solid and provide a valuable contribution to the field. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
- 

The references in the manuscript are not sufficient and should include more recent 
studies. This will provide a better context for the study's findings and demonstrate how it 
builds on or diverges from existing research. Including recent and relevant references 
will also enhance the credibility and depth of the literature review, ensuring that the 
manuscript is well-grounded in current scholarship. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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