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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. in the abstract, please include research methods, data analysis, subject 
selection techniques. 

2. on keywords, you should write "Extracurricular Reading, survey, 
Comparative Analysis" 

3. at the point of "research design", does not describe what research methods 
were used. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. pada titik “pengambilan sampel dan pengumpulan data”, berapa jumlah 
populasinya, dan teknik pengambilan sampel apa yang digunakan? 

2. please improve the structure of the methodology, starting with research design, 
population and sample, data collection techniques, and data analysis 

3. on the reference, please correct the order of the bibliography, starting 
alphabetically. In addition, pay attention to the template used. whether to use APA 
style or something else. 

4. At the conclusion, please summarize the content of the findings or simply explain 
the important points of the findings. 
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in general the article is good, coherent, and interesting 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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