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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript provides valuable insights into the similarities in health conditions related to 
degenerative diseases among elderly populations in both rural and urban settings. By demonstrating 
that health outcomes in these areas are comparable, the study challenges assumptions about access-
related health disparities and highlights potential common factors affecting elderly health across 
different environments. I appreciate the manuscript’s emphasis on these shared challenges, as it 
suggests that universal interventions may be effective across regions. This could streamline healthcare 
planning and resource allocation, making it relevant for policymakers and healthcare providers alike 
and government efforts. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

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. 

 

Abstract should be rechecked and edited because didn’t include conclusion and recommendation, 
Also, researcher write it in present simple. Also, it include more than 260 words  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Research methodology not completed should include( design, describe setting, participants, field work 
how collect data and the duration of it, and describe tool used during interview with participants). In 
addition, explain why the researcher choose participants (44 respondents from Tiong Ohang Village, 
Long Apari District, Mahakam Ulu Regency, and 44 respondents from Samarinda City), research 
hypothesis 
Write statistical analysis in separate  
There are several types of degenerative diseases but researcher choose 2 types only. It is related to 
research finding or what? 
Result and  Discussion: should beginning with sociodemographic data for participants , test uses 
(paired t test) not correct 
Do the elderly in the countryside benefit from the program as much as the elderly do in urban areas, 
and are there any obstacles? 
Recommendation: According to findings, there aren't a researcher's recommendations. 
 
Research limitation and strength not found 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is good related to its idea but want major modifications  

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

Some references are very old. It is better to update it  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
The researcher should make editing and check grammar for the manuscript  
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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) 
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