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correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 
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regarding the importance of this 
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Is the abstract of the article 
comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

  

Is the manuscript scientifically, 
correct? Please write here. 

  

Are the references sufficient and 
recent? If you have suggestions 
of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

  

Is the language/English quality of 
the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 
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The language of the paper is more or less okay, but there is lots of 
mistake in English. ‘To’ in the title t has to be small. December 
spelling mistake. In keywork K has to be capital in karimunjawa. 
Similarly there are otger mistakes mentioned in the paper as 
comments. 
The paper required through reading. 
The research model is okay, but it would have been better, if the 
author adopt a model for the study. 
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