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Review Form 1.6

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

Title:
The title is too general and should include the parties to the conflict of interest

Abstract:
e The abstract must be amended according to the comments in the manuscripts.

Language:
e This manuscript must be proofread — grammatical mistakes, spelling errors, wrong
sentence structure
¢ No continuation of explanation from one paragraph to the next paragraph

Introduction:
e The introduction must include the problem statement, research objective/s, brief
explanation of research finding/s, and methodology of the research

References:
e The article is lacking references.
e The referencing citation is not in accordance with the citation format

Overall comments

e The article is just a descriptive article describing the history of US occupation in
Indo-China

e The article also has no clear direction — it is uncertain whether the conflict of
interest involves economic interest, or political interest.

e Weak contribution to the body of knowledge as it is lack of analysis

o Weak literature review

e Weak methodology

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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