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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	This article contains important data that is very relevant to the scientific community. However, the problem is that the writing structure is less organized, making it difficult for readers to understand the essence and main purpose of this article.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	The title of this article is suitable and in accordance with the content of the article because it reflects the main focus and scope of the discussion contained in it.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	Abstract standards typically include the following elements:
1.Aim or Background: Explains the reason or aim of the research or analysis.
2.Methodology or Approach: Describes the approach or methods used (although for descriptive studies or policy analysis, this may be less emphasized).
3.Main Results or Findings: This presents the main results or findings obtained.
4.Conclusions or Implications: Provides conclusions or implications from the findings.

In the abstract, there are some things that are there and are not there. In order to increase abstract strengths, here are some weaknesses and suggestions that you can improve.
1. Clarity and Focus: Abstracts can be clearer in stating the main purpose and background. For example, mention why focusing on Shenzhen is important and what differentiates it from other cities.
2. Structure: This abstract could be better structured to follow a standard structure, including objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions.
3. Additional Details: Adding details about the methodology or analytical approach used can provide a more complete picture.
4. Language and Style: Using more formal and structured language will improve the quality of the abstract.
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	There are many sentences in this article whose language is less formal for scientific work. Please pay attention to improving the language style to be more in line with scientific communication standards.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	My comment regarding the suitability of various parts of this manuscript is that it would be better if it were reorganized according to the standards of scientific work. A more organized structure, starting with background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions, will make it easier for readers to understand the flow of the research and the essence of the article. Good organization also helps convey information more effectively and efficiently, so that research contributions can be received more clearly by the scientific community.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	It is recommended to increase the number of references used to a minimum of 12 sources. More and more diverse references will strengthen the theoretical and empirical basis of your research, provide a broader perspective, and demonstrate that your research is supported by relevant and up-to-date literature
	






	PART  2: 


	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	







Reviewer Details:

[bookmark: _GoBack]Arif Zunaidi, IAIN Kediri, Indonesia
Created by: EA	              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO	   	Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)	
image1.png
AR

B P International




