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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

To analyze whether the application is good or not, direct trials should be carried out with
pregnant women, so that the input and suggestions given about the usefulness of the
application can be used as a guide for researchers.

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

Not properly constructed, needs correct usage of words

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.

In the research abstract, can the shortcomings of several applications that have been analyzed
be explained, because the shortcomings of the applications being studied are not yet visible so
that they can be used as input for other researchers who want to research applications for
pregnant women?

This methodology needs to be rewritten in a concise way, explaining what is exactly done. Not
clear.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The article is not clear, because there is no information obtained on which part is lacking, the author
only explains that there is no application using the Indian language, in my opinion, it can be added
which parts are needed and which parts are lacking, and the article does not explain what types of
applications have been studied from the 40, the author should be able to make a conclusion about
which applications are good, so that they can provide references for further researchers.

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

clear

Is the language/English quality of the article Oke
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
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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)

. . . . . (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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