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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 
 

Some of the results are interesting but a good deal of editing is required to bring the 
manuscript up to an acceptable minimum standard.  
 
I recommend this manuscript to accepted with Minor revision. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The results are poor written and does not follow the scientific standards. Please 
show the result of the research in the abstract and added the reason of the  results. 

2. Too many typing error in manuscript, include references. Please consider to check 
one by one. Please see in the template. 

3. Result and discussion, section of 3.1, 3.2 dan 3.3 must be rewrite and supported 
by several related studies 
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2.Have checked. 
 
3.Have rewritten. 
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