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Komentar umum: 

Data yang diperoleh cukup baik, hanya perlu di tulis atau dikemas  agar dapat  tampak lebih penting dan  

unik. Secara garis besar, tulisan perlu ditulis ulang agar lebih sesuai dengan kaidah ilmiah.  

(Komentar yang diberikan belum membahas masalah substansi) 

Usulan perbaikan: 

1. Isi abstrak sudah baik, hanya perlu sedikit perbaikan agar lebih sesuai dengan kaidah Bahasa Inggris 

(tata bahasa dan salah ketik). 

2. Latar belakang permasalahan yang menarik belum jelas dalam penelitian ini. 

3. Paper yang dipakai didaftar pustaka sebaiknya 5 tahun terakhir. 

4. Peta dan Gambar sangat perlu diperbaiki, terutama bagian yang tulisan-tulisan sangat kecil tidak 

terbaca.  penampag Gambar sebaiknya dibuat dalam gambar terpisah. 

5. Rekomendasi Paper diterima dengan catatan semua perbaikan sudah diperbaiki. 

 

 

 

General comments: 

The data obtained is quite good, it only needs to be written or packaged so that it can appear more important 

and unique. Broadly speaking, writing needs to be rewritten to make it more in line with scientific 

principles. 

(Comments given have not addressed the issue of substance) 

Proposed improvements: 

1. The abstract content is good, just needs a little improvement to make it more in line with English 

rules (grammar and typos). 

2. The background to the problem of interest is not clear in this study. 

3. Paper used in the bibliography should be in the last 5 years. 

4. The writing method feels still 'raw'. Even though the content is 'to the point', more information is 

needed. For example, what is the purpose of the analysis and the number of samples. If you really 

want to enter software, for example MapInfo, you must also explain what is done with the data with 

the software. 

5. The “Results and Discussion” section needs major improvements. 

• It is not clear which results from the analyzes that have been carried out. For clarity, 

subtitles should be provided for the results of field analysis and laboratory analysis. 

• There is no explanation of the results of laboratory analysis as described in the method. It 

is necessary to describe what the results of the lab analysis look like. Then, if it is then 

'combined' with field data, it is necessary to describe how to synchronize all the data. 

 

6. Maps and pictures really need to be improved, especially the parts where the writings are very small 

that are not legible. image section The image should be made in separate drawings. 

 

 


