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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The subject of this paper is practical and important, but it 

requires major revision as  

Follows: 

(1) Page 1  ---was Peter Drucker---→--- Peter F. Drucker--- 
(2) Page 2 ---by Wilkinson et al. [9]---→-by Wilkinson,  

Lawson, Keeble, Lawton-Smith, and Moore [9] 
In APA Format, the literature first cited in the text, all 

authors’ names have to be listed. (for your reference) 

(3) Page 7 ---table 3 ---→--Table 3 --- 

(4) Page 8  ---table 4 ---figure 5→--Table 4 ---Figure 5 

(5) Page 10 ---We---→ This study--- 

 (6) The authors are advised to compare the results with 

those of the former literature’s view-points of the 

authors cited, and emphasize the contribution of this 

study and research limitation in Conclusion Section.  

 

 

 

(1) Fixed 

(2) Fixed 

(3) Fixed  

(4) Fixed 

(5) Fixed 

(6) The focus of this paper is to asses RTV 

science park based on our novel method 

by checking the achievement based on 

RTV’ goals using KPI that mapped to 

best well-known science park. Therefore 

this implies that we consider the factors 

of best science park in our analysis 
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