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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract: 
The abstract already contain: backgrounds, short clear objectives, final results or 
findings, and conclusion, but did not write short methods 
 
Introduction: 
The author should explain the main limitation of the previous researches, what do 
you hope to achieve (to solve the limitation), and to show the scientific merit or 
novelties of the paper. 
 
Research Methodology 
Write down all treatments 
This chapter has not presented the complete information on the materials and 
method, so that anyone can duplicate the experiment 
Results and Discussion: 
The results has compared with what other investigators have reported, but it is 
necessary to compare the results of the latest research. 
 
Conclusion: 
The conclusion has already followed logically from the work done. This section has 
stated clearly the main conclusions of the research and give a clear explanation of 
their importance and relevance. 
 
References: 
please add more reference of the latest journal so that the total becomes 15, and 
all cited in document 
Some reference were not cited? 
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