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 Introduction Part so long, it may be within 2 page 

only include important part.  In results section 

should be specify for key finding and if need to 

details then it may be explain in discussion part.  In 

methodology part need to improve.  References lists 

and table sub title need to same pattern.  All section 

need to improve based on scientific writing or 

professional writing.  If possible to include update 

reference information.  

 

 

Introduction has been revised. It cannot be 

reduced to 2 pages because the information 

contained there are relevant and express the 

theory and concept behind the work. 

The methodology has been revised for 
consistency of variables and other 
suggestions. 
References list has been corrected. 
Discussions have been supported with 
references 
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If possible need to more internal revision  
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Overall manuscript is good. If meet the above comments 

then it may be quality paper. 

 

 

 

 


