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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract 
Researchers should compile abstracts in accordance with writing guidelines (aims, methods, results, conclusions and keywords. 
It is better to state the type of research and then the research design presented in a sentence, it cannot stand alone 
Describe the size of the population and sample, as well as sampling techniques 
 
Introduction 
In the introduction, the researcher should describe the research problem, prevalence, efforts that have been made to overcome the problem and what 
efforts the researcher offers to address the research problem, then explain what the urgency of the research is. 
 
Material and Method 
Researchers should describe the type of research along with the research design, population and sample, how to determine the sample, research data 
along with measurement or assessment instruments, and the analysis used. 
 
Results 
Researchers should explain what the conclusions from the results of data analysis in the table 
 
Discussion 
In the discussion chapter, researchers should no longer present quantitative data. Researchers suggest that there are conclusions from the results of table 
data analysis, then express the researcher's ideas accompanied by empirical data 
 
 
Conclusion 
The researcher's conclusion is simply to describe what the findings in this study are, put it briefly and clearly. 
 
References 
Make citations according to article writing guidelines and try to keep the references up to date 
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Need improvement according to the reviewer's suggestions and writing guidelines that have been determined 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

quite good, needs improvement according to the reviewer's suggestions  
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