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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. Why was the Modified Altman model just mentioned used? There are
several modifications to this model and the reasons for using this need
to be stated.

2. Some information from the "Hypothesis Development" section is
repeated from previous sections of the article.

3. In the “Material and Methods” section, you state that you will use
statistical methods based on secondary data from the financial
statements. However, it is necessary to specify the specific methods
that will be used and how they will be used. This general designation is
not appropriate. It would be good to state how the individual methods
will be applied and for what purpose. | also lack information about the
software used here. Your research is now difficult to verify without this
vital information.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The authors already write “” this report this August stated that
Indonesia’s... ”. It states "this August”, but it would be good to state the
year as well, because this is already outdated and it is not "this August".

2. Figure 1is only taken from another source, it would be good to create
your own.

3. Arethere any limits to your research? They should be included in the
conclusion, if any.

4. The format of references is not entirely correct, especially the format of
citations of electronic sources.

Optional/General comments
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