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Owr decision is to: accept the paper only if the requested changes are made
Professional English language editing is required.
Emsure that all references are sirictly as per APA Tth edition format.

LILTER .ORG
ijlter.orgi@gmail.com

Reviewer A:

Paper length::
Ok

Originality::
Nil

Scope of paper:
Hot relevant to IILTER

Related work::
Hil

Language::
The grammatical quality is quite good, but it also needs to be improved by
native speakers.

References::
“You don't pay attention to writing with the nules of APA Stle EA 7. Try
using Mendeley reference manager

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, lterature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

1.Try to improve the structure of your absiract again, so that the bias
describes the entire paper in a concise and concise manner.
2. The urgency of the problem has not been sharp in the background of your
problem. Appear in the introduction section regarding this.
3. Mo information found about participants and instrumenis!
4. This reseanch design is in contradiction with the results section,
5. Look again at your method, is this (the results) what you planned?
6. The structure of writing conclusions should also contain limitations,
furthermore avoid citations here.
see 22703

Reviewer F:
Paper length::
Ok
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Originality::

Scope of paper:
Highly relew.

Related work::
Acceptable

Language::

The language used by the researcher is acceptable , considering it uses
International language., yet there is a need for the researcher io be
consistent in the tense(s) he/she used in the statements. Since the study
was already conducted, thus, past tense should be used , particularly in the
Statemnent of the Problems partion.

References::
References are quite abundant and relevant o the study, yet some are
outdated, Meeds to search latest literatures relevant to study.

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

It seems the study has orginality and it has also enough review of
literature related to the study yet some are cutdated, meaning conducted
mare than ten years ago, it would be better if the literature used in the
study is conducted in the last 5 years if possible. On the other hand, the
methodology wused in the study is appropriate, yet it would be better if the
researcher discussed how the study participanis were chosen, considering it
uses in -depth interviews for teachers. In like manner, it would be better
also if the researcher discussed the process on how the kinds of literature
used in the study were chosen. how did the researcher filtter the kinds of
literature indluded in the study considering it uses content analysis. While
it terms of the results, it would be better if the significant statements of
the participants in the interview were presented o supportfjustify the
study's findings. It would be better also that the documents gathered for
highlighted to justify the findings. The implication of the study is good,
but | believe the there is a need to modifyfrevise the condusion, it should
focus on the significant findings of the study and that of the General
statement of the problem.

Reviewer P:
Paper length::
Quite long
Originality=
Nil

Scope of paper:
Mot relevant to IILTER

Related work::
Poor

Language::
Mo observations

References::

Some references are more than 20 years old, so it must be updated.
Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:
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1. Ingeneral, the work needs comection on the form and writing guidelines
according to the template defined by the Intemational Joumnal of Leaming,
Teaching and Educational.

2. Many of the paragraphs in the "Literature Review" section are not cited,
that is, they do not refer to any bibliographical source.

3. Mo reference is made to figure 1% in any paragraph, it is not found that
this is inked to any description as part of the content of the scientific
article. Comect this observation.

4. Figure 1 should be presented as a table, in which the countries should be
distributed by continent, for a better appreciation and understanding of the
countries that participated in the PISA test.

H.  Inone of the paragraphs on page 4 (the one seen in the figure), it shows
vanous results, but does not refer to any author or the sounce from which
these results were extracted, it only mentions that they are results of the
P15A standard, but these results must have been extracted from some
bibliographical source.

6.  In general, there are many paragraphs, where statements of results are
made, without first not having camied out an analysis of the collected
data; It is understood that in the "iterature review” section reference
should be made to the bibliographic sources used.

7.  Ingeneral, none of the figures shown are linked to a description within
the content of the article. Therefore, this observation must be comected in
all tables and figures.

B, In relation to methodological aspects, the authors point out that they
obtained data from many sources and used many methods; howewver, the list of
sources that were chosen for the study is not shown. Youw must add a list of
documents extracted and used for the literature review:

8. It should indicate how the possibility of bias in the process of choosing
sources for the literature review is reduced or eliminated.

10.  Im relation to the interviewees, it does not mention what the
interviewee selection criteria was, nor how many thers were.

11.  Moris it indicated which instrument is used to process the data

12, In the "Discussion™ section, this should be focused on the three
research guestions that were raised at the beginning of the article;
however, the discussion is not sequenced according o the defined reseanch
problems. Taking into account that the discussion is a comparison of results
between different investigations, this imwestigation does not comectly
address the differences or concordances between the results obtained with
respect o other results.

13. Regarding the content of the "conclusion®, it does not focus on the
research guestions, so it must be comected. And as for the form, the
conclusion does not comply with the length of words (between 175-300 words)
established by the International Journal of Leaming, Teaching and
Educational.

14.  When reading the "abstract of the article”, in the highlighted final
ppart, it is possible to identify an appreciation already defined in another
imvestigation, as observed in the first paragraph of the introduction.
Therefore, it is requested to deepen the investigation more, and not to give
as an appreciation of results aspects already previously defined in other
investigations.

see X372

Reviewer 5:

Paper length::
Ok

Originality=
Acceptable

Scope of paper:
Relevant to lILTER

Related work::
‘ery poor
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Language::
Ok

References::
Many references are not in the bibliography and many sources in the
bibliography are not in the body of the teod!

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

To many opinion

Reviewer LI

Paper length::
Quite long

Originality::
Nil

Scope of paper:
Relevant to LILTER

References::
must include reference sources in the form of cumiculum documents for each
year of the curmiculum change

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

1. less aftractive titles
2.  abstract too short, The abstract must be between 150-250 words
3.  some redactions of plagiarism sentences from the intemet
4. The writing of reference sources should use reference managers, such as
Medeley or Zetero or others
5.  what does Rl mean? should be written as it stands for
6. literature review in bgaian 2.2 no reference source for the literature
7.  the conclusion is too long. The conclusion must as far as possible be in
a single paragraph and must be between 175-300 words
B.  because in the conclusion it is stated that one of the causes of the low
scor PIS imndonesia is the replacement of the cumiculum and based on the
document analysis method, this study should refer to the cumiculum
manuscripts mentioned (11 cumiculum manuscripts in different years), so
there should be a reference to the cumiculum documents of those years).
8. What is the nowvelty of the results of this research?

Reviewer -

Paper length::
Ok

Originality::
Acceptable

Scope of paper:
Relevant to LILTER
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Related work:
Acceptable

Language:
Lamguage is easy and has clarty. Associated diagrams need io be more dear
and understandable.

References::
the references are relevant o the study but more PISA related research in
Indonesian context is added.

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
aof communication, ete.-

The paper has picked up a relevant problem to investigate. but is mosthy
secondary data based on mostly non-Indonesian context research . The primary
data is not well reported in terms findings , analysis, interpretation and
conclusions. Qualitative analysis of imterviews and observation data has
not been reported or analysed . several data collection methods [ tool have
been said to be used in the paper but neither the data is reported nor
it's content analysis nor interpretation . It is only a review paper mosthy
has secondary database.

The paper would be more reliable if the content analysis of interviews take
from teachers and prospective teachers can put to content analysis and
relevantcodes and categories are reported Also diagrams need to be madeand
reported clearty.

Reviewer [:

Paper length::
Ok

Originality::
Acceptable

Scope of paper:
Relevant to LILTER

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, ete.:

Refer to the attached file.
see 23436

Reviewer \:

Paper length::
Ok

Originality=:
Good

Scope of paper:
Relevant to LILTER
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Related work::
Acceptable

Language::
good

References::
The reference list needs to be rewritten. There are many references without
last or first authors' names, or not amanged in the comect APA style.

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:
(1) This paper focuses on analyse the low Indonesian PISA scores amaong PISA
participatimg countries in the world, using the Spradley model qualitative
method...

(2) In general, the text is coherent, dear, and well written_

(3) The six sections (Introduction, Literature Review, Research Methods,
Results, Condusion, Discussion, Consideration) sequence the presentation of
the study well in general.

(4] "Introduction” and "“Literature Review” introduce and give a good
owerview to the reader of important aspects of the subject under study.

(5) The methodological framework ["Research Methods™) is appropriate to
the nature of the qualitative study.

(8] Data presentation and analysis need to be redeveloped. The authors refer
to the use of the method of observations and imterviews with teachers in

this study. However, in the results section, the reader cannot find the

results of chservations and intendews with teachers. There is a wide range
of results that are not clear source. Alsa, in the discussion section the

results that were presented are not discussed. Therefore, the reader feels

as if he is reading two separate studies.

(7]} The conclusion section should be one or two paragraphs long, and should
summarize the study, its findings, and recommendations. This is not
available in this study. For example, in the abstract the awthors state that

the aim of the study is "This study aims to analyse the low Indonesian PISA
scores amaong PISA participating countries in the world, using the Spradley
madel qualitative method.” However, in the conclusion the authors state that
"This study has investigated how the practice of implementing education in
Indonesia in terms of teachers and policies for implementing schiool
curmiculum by the Ministry of Education and Culture of the Republic of
Indonesia.” What exactly does this study discuss?

(8) The reference list needs to be rewritten. There are many references.
without last or first authors’ names, or not aranged in the comect APA,
style.

(8) The proposed paper is interesting, but needs to be improved and
developed by clearly stating the source of the results and discussing the
specific results mentioned in the results section.

see FAXE3

Reviewer *:

Paper length::
Quite long

Originality::
Acceptable

Scope of paper:
Relevant to LILTER
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Related work::
Acceptable

Language:
Need o be check sentence patterns.

References::

This should contain a list of all sources referred to in the article (in
the case of a reference list) or all sources actually accessed in
preparation for the article (in the case of a bibliography). Double check
carefulhy.

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

Double check each part carefully especially in-text citation and
references.

Language:
good

References::
relevant

Additional comments along the following lines: onginality, literature
review, methodology, evaluation of results, research implications, quality
of communication, etc.:

The arficle which is numbered 6841-22522-2-RV, divulges the historical
porrayals happened in the education cumiculum and the benefits to be
leamed from the results of PISA from 2000- present in Indonesia. With
relation fo this, the authors collected the data using the primary data
sources: document analysis, interviews, observation, and ete. Conducting
such an article is very important to show to the policy makers, cumiculum
designers, and educators what changes have been seen throughout the history
of education in different countries. However, | feel that this article is
not organized with advanced structure and language. Even though the paper
has followed the joumals’ manuscript preparation guideline, it cannot
hook the readers to read easily because of several emors committed by
authors. For example, the appropriate tense is not used; future tense in
intreduction section is used wrongly. Plural and singular, repetition of
words (e.g. namely, obsenvation), word spacing., apostrophe, spelling,
incomplete sentence (broken idea), comma splice, capitalization, hyphen,
ete. are the most evident ermors seen in the paper. In addition, you hawve
written too long sentences that make the readers confused, so as much as
possible, make your sentences in different types of sentence, and make sure
that they are concise, brief and clear for the readers. Moreover, the
authors have to revise the paper induding the literature review since they
did mot review the previous studies which are related with their study.
Further comments are induded in the following table.

Title The problem is necessary and perinent to be conducted as a problem
since the world is built with the help of education. Hence, once country has

hitps:/imall google. comimail i TIk=35 205205 View-pti saarch=alE permimsgid=meg-T 17 547036 227 515743 358 slmpi=msg-£ 1754 T036327515. ..
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to provide quality education to build a civilized, but the topic is not that
much informative and specific because the authors did not show the time:
frame of the PISA results.

Absiract Begin the abstract with the general background of the problemn
followed by the specific background and the knowledge gaps.

Add the implications of the results and what actions should be done by the
future researchers in relation with this problem.

Keywords Yes

Introduction  Put the name of the comesponding author of this paper on its
right place. iou hawe written it at the middle of the first paragraph.

See again Par 1, last line, par 3, line 8, and para 5, line 5.

The third question cannot be taken as research question because you can show
the solutions based on your findings at the recommendation part, and
research questions are the reflections of the specdific objectives of your
study. This question and its answer should be implicitly undersicod. 5o
cancel it

Make sure that your research questions you mentioned at the end of this part
and at the end of literature are aligned. They are not similar at all.
Literature review You have to show from where you have taken the ideain
paragraph 5.

What is the relevance of the question you used under para 5, the last line?
Far me, it is enough to explain the importance of literacy skills in a
statemnent form.

List the reading strategies parallel each other under para 7.

The sentence under Paragr 7, lime 12 should be revised again.

Mostly, you discussed only on the results of PISA 2021.

What abouwt the remaining results 2000, 2003, 2008, 2000, 2011, and ete.
since these years are your time frames in the study?

The sentence under Section 2.2 para 4 line 4-8 are similar with the sentence
under para 8 line 1-5.

| don't think that writing imperative sentences is important im a

literature review or a research at all. “our position here should be
showing what the previous studies have found results in relation to your
current study in consideration of their methodologies, models, theories, and
gaps that they have not covered. Hence, here you have to review than
instruct the readers.

Witing the ressarch questions at the end of the literature review again is
not relevant for the study. It is enough to write them in the introduction
section only.

Research Methods State the exact year.

Itis good to show the dear procedures how you collected the data through
the methods you mentioned.

Par 1, line 4-6, it is senseless sentence. Revise it.

What do you mean by the ‘object of the research’? LUise the right diction
instead of ‘object’. To me, it is suitable to use the research term

whether 'subject’ or "population’.

Please focus only on what you really did during data gathering time using
interviews. This sentence has to show your readers whether or not you used
structure or un-structured intendew guestions throwgh face to face or
telephone.

Hawe you used both types of interview questions with both face-face and
telephone? If so, it is good io replace the word ‘or’ with "both’_..

~and"

The last sentence in the par 1 is not complete in its meaning.

Citation in this part is not important because this action is yours. Hence,

try o show us what you really did with the data collection tools rather

citing others' idea. it is still good to cite yourself for this

information.

Under sect, 3.2. line 4 is not complete.

What were observed? Ht is good to discuss on the cases that were observed
even including people, place, and time during your data collection process
via observation.

Under sect, 2.3, para, line 1-3: the sentences are relevant. Please don't

go the around the bush. Concentrate only on what the actual actions you
really performed on the ground in your research using different data
analysis techniques. Therefore, you are expected to show the readers how you
analyzed the data you collected via different data collection methods.
Results Use colon on the caption of the tables after Table 1°.

Para 4, line 5-8: separate these lists with the comma becauss they are the

hitps:iimall google. commall i TIk=-35206rHT0AVIEw=-Dt saarh-ali pemmmegid=msg-1 17547036327 5157433585 Mpl=-mag-T- 1 7547036327515, .



SAR23, 1229 AN Gmail - lALTER] Editor Decislon

examples of jumps for emergencies.

Para 5, line 5, you used initial names of the awthors in the in-text
citation wronglhy.

What type of method LOTS is7 You need to explain about it a lithe more.
Para 8: It should be a literature part. Too much detail. Is it information
from the data? If so what is the relevance to add it here? Does it halp you
to answer one of the research gquestions? From which data technigue you found
this data®

Which subjects were overapped? Give some examples of them.

Para 12 & 13: This idea is the part of the recommendations that the
concemed bodies have to take an action to bring the Indonisian quality of
education system.

Para 14: Whao is the teacher that must do this. |s hefshe Singaporean or
Indonesian? And for which education level this teacher must doc primary,
secondary, college, or which? What is not easy? Make it complete. Which
country s the fourth largest in the world according to your research? Make
tiwe last sentence complete.

The authors did not follow the APA Tth results presentation.

Discussion  How using Quantum Leaming method and ICT is suitable to teach
reading literacy?

Para 10: It is imelevant and new information since it can't answer one of
your research questions.

Parail, line 4: use one adwerbial word from (because, therefore) according
to the meaning relationship between the clauses.

Para 13, the last sentence: what the teachers need to._.. Finish the idea.
Im short, in this section you are expected to explain what you mainly found
relates to literature review and your research guestions.

Concusion  Para 1 line 4: make a complete sentence.

References  Revise the line space.

Be consistent. i.e. the 1st reference is not written similarly with the rest
references. E.g. Absirch. Ulil, Isjoni, Bunari (2020). Vs Azwar, T A, &
Harahap, A (2021).

All the authors cited in the text have not been provided in the references
section; for example, Tricahyono, 2020, (Schunk et al., 2012).

see 23400
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Response to Reviewers

Title of Paper: Portrait of Education in Indonesia: Learning from PISA Results 2015 to

Present
Paper ID: 6641
Number of Reviewers:
Reviewer 1
# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page
No.
The title has been slightly revised
1 according to the reviewer's 1
Title suggestions
The structure of the abstract is 1
5 Abstract improved again, so that it
describes the entire paper in a
concise and concise manner.
The urgency of the problem has 1-2
3 | Introduction. been sharpened in the
background of the problem.
Research Method Information about participants 8
4 and instruments, and interview
results has been added
Result The results are in accordance with
5 the method, and not the
researcher's plan.
The structure of writing
6 Conclusion conclusions has been adjusted to
the limits, and there are no more
citations.
References are APA Style Ed 7
7 | References compliant and use the Mendeley
reference manager
8
9
10
11
12
Reviewer 2
# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page




References

In-text citation writing. Problems
in writing references have been
checked again all the lists.

10

11

12

Reviewer 3

# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page
No.

This article is not organized with Articles have been rearranged
advanced structure and language. with advanced structure and
the article cannot hook readers to read language.
easily because of several errors. For Hopefully this article can hook
example, the proper tenses are not used; | readers to read easily because
future sentences in the introductory some errors have been corrected.
section. Plural and singular, word Sentences that are too long have
repetition (e.g., observations), word been removed

1 spacing, apostrophes, spelling, sentences to be concise, brief and
incomplete sentences (broken ideas), clear to the reader. The literature
comma connections, capitalization, review has reviewed previous
hyphens, etc. research related to this study.
Sentences that are too long can confuse
the reader.
make sure the sentence is concise,
concise and clear to the reader. The
literature review did not review
previous research related to their study.

5 Title. The authors do not indicate a time | The author has indicated the time

frame for PISA results.

frame of the PISA results in the




title.

Abstract

The abstract has started with the
general background of the
problem followed by the specific
background and knowledge gaps.

3 Implications of the results and
what actions should be taken by
policy makers next with respect to
this issue have been added.

Introduction. The third question cannot | The third question has been

4 be considered a research question, cancelled. Replaced with other
cancel it. relevant questions
What is the relevance of the question The literature review has added
you used in paragraph 5, last line? three studies that are relevant to

5 | Simply explain the importance of PISA

literacy skills in the form of a statement.
Research methods. It has been explained how to

6 research. the object has been
replaced by the research subject

Results It's been fixed. Irrelevant

7 . .

information has been removed.
Discussion. The use of Quantum Learning and
ICT methods that are suitable for

8 teaching reading literacy has been
clarified.

Reference. It's been consistent. Already using

9 Mendeley.

10

11

12

Reviewer 4

#

Reviewer’s comments

Response

Page
No.

Do not just mention DONE of
fulfilled. You should explain what
changes were made and where
(provide page number)

There are many problems in writing

references. Please, double check all lists.

The problem with writing
references has been resolved.
There are additional references




related to research on PISA

10

11

12

Reviewer 5

# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page
No.
The work needs to be corrected in the The article has been adapted to
form and guidelines for writing the IJLTER Template including
1 | according to the template the author's identity using Orcid
Literature Review is not quoted, does Literature Review has been
2 | not refer to any bibliographical source. | corrected and refers to
bibliographical sources.
Figure should be corrected for better The figure is obtained from the
3 understanding of countries following PISA organizing authority and the
PISA source has been mentioned.
Literature review must refer to the Literature review already refers to
4 | bibliographical sources used the bibliographical sources used
5 No figure refers to content. Figure that refers to the content
has been added, namely Figure 1.
methodological aspects The list of sources selected for this
6 research is shown. Documents
taken have been used for
literature review.
Possible bias in the source selection literature review has been reduced
7 | process or eliminated.




Sources

the criteria and amount have been
mentioned

Instruments

the instruments used to process
the data obtained from the
interviews have been added.

10

Discussion

The discussion has focused on the
three research questions posed at
the beginning of the article. The
discussion has been sorted
according to the research problem
that has been determined.

11

Conclusion

The conclusions have been
focused on the research question.
for the form, according to the
length of the word (between 175-
300 words)

12

Abstract

The abstract has been improved
especially at the end and adapted
to a word count of 175-250 words

Reviewer 6

#

Reviewer’s comments

Response

Page
No.

Abstract

Abstract is according to the
template, which is between 175-
250 words. Abstract already
explains the abbreviation of PISA
and

HOTS. Abstract has highlighted
the differences and what is new in
this study and has been added
implications of this research.

Please write down the research method

you used as one of the keywords.

the research method used is
included as one of the keywords.

Literature Review

Figures 1, 2, 3 are already
mentioned in the text. Figure 2
has been clarified.

Methodology

Further elaboration of the
Spradley model is provided.
Further details on the interviewed
teachers and prospective teachers
have been provided.

Title of figure

Figure titles have been
emphasized according to IJLTER
Journal Guidelines.

Recommendation for Publication:

Accepted with revisions required

Thankyou




10

11

12

Reviewer 7

# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page
No.
The problem in this study is why
Introduction. Indonesia's PISA score is low. This
1 is important to study. the novelty
of this research is in the
recommendation.
The main aim of this article should be to | the history of education in
focus more on the portrait of education | Indonesia has been reduced in the
5 in Indonesia based on the results of article, only as a background why
Pisa, not the history of education in reading, writing, arithmetic
Indonesia! culture has not become a trend in
Indonesia.
Exit the main study??? Not out of the main study, but the
problem of low PISA scores can be
3 traced from education in
Indonesia since the Dutch colonial
period to the present.
Is this the result of a review or just the | It's been added as a result of a
opinion of the author? review.
4 The results of a study from the
2019 Ministry of Education and
Culture Research and
Development stated that: etc
5 2.2 Not depicted state of the arts! The contents have been revised
Researh Method. The method chosen is | In principle, the chosen method is
¢ | notaligned with the purpose of the qualitative
article
How sure are you about this? Where are | This is our research in two
the facts that support this? Strong facts | departments, namely Indonesian
7 | should be presented, not opinions! and English majors. The results of

the questionnaires and interviews
show that prospective teacher




students do not have many
reading books on literacy and
science.

On what basis do you say this? The

Those lines have been removed.

8 | relationship with PISA results are not Paragraph has been revised.
clear!
g |8et off the main topic! Ok, paragraph has been revised.
10 failed to make a strong argument Ok, paragraph has been revised
Conclusion. Exit the purpose of The conclusions have been
11 | compiling the article corrected by observing the IJLTER
journal guidelines 175-300 words
Many references are not in the The references have been fixed
bibliography and many sources in the using Mendeley
12 | bibliography are not in the body of the
text
Reviewer 8 (Notes from Editor)
# | Reviewer’s comments Response Page
No.
Format paper. The paper format strictly conforms
1 Orcid. to the template.
Orcid of all authors has been
added.
5 References References follow the APA 7th
edition format
References have been cross
References checked. Reference has more than
3 . .
25 references including the latest
2019-2022 references.
Reviewer problem All reviewers' input, to the extent
appropriate, has been well
4 resolved. All comments are
included in the attachment
according to the form provided.
5 doi every reference that has doi has
been added.
separate documents to show
Documments changes made as a result of each
6 reviewer's comments have been
made to the greatest extent
possible.
The paper is in accordance with
Paper length. the template consisting of a
7 minimum of 5500 words

(including references) and usually
cannot exceed 10,000 words




Abstract

The abstract has been made
according to a template between
175-250 words. The abstract is
made in one paragraph only.

Conclusions

Conclusions have been made
according to the template between
175-300 words. The conclusion has
been made in two paragraphs.

10

Tables and figures

All tables and figures have been
included in the required locations
on the paper. Figure captions are
placed below the figure while
table captions are placed above the
table. All table and figure numbers
are included/referenced in the text
as much as possible.

11

Professional editing and proof reader

The paper has been edited as
professionally as possible

12

Similarity score

The similarity score is less than
15%.

Reviewer 9

#

Reviewer’s comments

Response

Page
No.

Do not just mention DONE of
fulfilled. You should explain what
changes were made and where
(provide page number)

10

11

12




Reviewer 10

#

Reviewer’s comments

Response

Page
No.

Do not just mention DONE of
fulfilled. You should explain what
changes were made and where
(provide page number)

10

11

12




5. Bukti Persyaratan Revisi (11 Januari 2023)

5823, 1230 AM Gmall - LALTER] Edior Decislon
M Gmail Esti lsmawati <estisetyadi@gmail.com>
[WLTER] Editor Decision
LILTER ORG <jiter-org@gmail com> 11 Januari 2023 pukul 12.45

Kepada: Dear Author Esti Ismawati <estisetyadif@gmail . com=
Cc: Hersulastuti Hersulastuti <hersulastuti@gmail.com=, Indiyah Prana Amertawengrum <indiyahi@gmail com:=, Kun

Andyan Anindita <andyan.aninditod@gmail. com=
Dear Authors,
The decision for your paper is: accept the paper if the requested changes are made.

You need io do the following and submit the revised paper by email by 30th January 2023 for possible publication in
the January 2023 issue if the requested changes are made. The paper will undergo another review process to make
sure all requested changes have been incorporated as far as appropriate before the final acceptance decision is
taken. References need some improvements to conform to APA Tth edition. Professional language editing is
required. If the revised paper is not submitted on time, it may be mowved to the February 2023 issue.

Editor's Note

1. Format the paper strictly according to the template (attached). Ensure that the main sections are numbers (1., 2.,
3., etc), incuding the references section.

Add the orcid of all authors. If you do not have one, please create it on orcid.org

2. Follow APA, style strictly for the references. References must strictly follow APA format Tth edition, otherwise
publication will be delayed.

FPublication Manual of the American Psychological Association, Seventh Edition (2020) (apa.ong)

Getting Started in AP Tth - APA Tth Referencing - Library Guides at Victoria University (vu.edu.au)

The document for the Bth edition is also attached as it is still relevant and useful in the majority of cases.

3. Cross-check if all references mentioned in the text are also present in the references list and vice-versa.
The paper must have at least 25 references.

Failure to comect the references will delay the review process.

Also indude recent papers (2018-2022) in the references.

Amy non-English words must have their equivalent inside square brackets [ ].

References must be ordered in alphabetical order.

Foreign sources [sources not in English) must be referenced as appropriate. The original names of the
source must be included followed by its English translation in square brackets.

https: Mibguides. mswu. calapaforeign

When writing the references in APA Tthe edition style, please pay attention to all details. Everything matters
to us (a space, a comma, a full-stop, a bracket, a hyphen, lowercase vs uppercase, etc, etc).

4. Address all the concemns of the reviewers, as far as appropriate_ Additional comments are provided in the
attachments. See note § below.

5. Mention the doi of each reference where available.

a. Go to hitposearch.crossref org!

b. Copy and paste the tile of the paper in the search box

c. Press the Enter key.

d. Copy and paste the doi back to the paper (into the reference section) is one is available. DO may not be available
for some of the references. This is fine.

e. There are two ways you can write the doi (1) doi:10.1037/al028240 or (2) hitp:doi.org/10. 103720028240
[preferred option]

6. Prepare a separate word document to indicate the changes that were made as a result of each reviewer's
comments. This is compulsory. The revised paper will not be considered without this. You must explain how
you responded to EACH comment from EACH reviewer. A template is attached. i does not suffice to write
done or fulfilled next to a review comment. You need to explain in detail how the comment was responded to
and provide page numbers as well. Also highlight the changes made in the paper.

T. Paper must be at least 5500 words (inclusive of references) and must not usually excesd 10,000 words.

B. The abstract must be between 175-250 words. The abstract must preferably be in one paragraph only.

B. The condusion must be between 175-300 words. One or two paragraphs is preferred but not compulsony.

10. All tables and figures must be included at the required locations. within the paper. Captions for figures must be
placed below the figure while captions for tables must be placed above the table. All table and figure numbers must
be includedireferenced in the text as well. Ensure that table and figure numbers are not missing.

11. You are required to have the paper professionally edited before submitting the final revised version.

Evidence in the form of track changes must be provided if editing is done. Editing certificate only is not acceptable.
Omne such good service is: hitps:/fean proofers. co.uklediting-process!

hitps:/imalLgoogie. comimail i TIk-35205IT0EView-ptlsaarch=als permmsgid=-mag-T. 17547035095 144240 128 5impl=meg-£ 7547038095144, 13



523, 1235 AM Gmall - LLTER] Editor Declslon
Maote that we are not affiliated in any way with them but we know they do a good job in good price and fast. We got
this information from owr authors.
Mote that proof-reading and editing are not the same thing. Proof-reading is a very minor check on the language
of the paper. The procf-reader will only comect minor mistakes in the paper while an editor (who performs editing)) will
also rephrase certain sentences or replace certain wonds where appropriate. Itis a more in-depth comection of the
lamguage.

12. Similarity score must be reduced to less than 15%. This is a wery strict requirement. Failure to do so will
delay the publication of the paper. The report is attached.

13. f you hawve any supplementary files (such as a survey questionnaire), please send them to us via email or
include them in your main paper )

14. The final paper & other documents must be submitted by REPLYING to this email.

15. After finalising the paper, kindly update all the metadata of the paper in the portal, The full names and affiliation of
all authors must be updated. Failure to update the metadata will delay the publication of the paper.

18. The names of all documents submitted must start with the Paper ID (6641_).

17. Additional documents from reviewers are attached. Please take into consideration.

The paper will undergo a second round of review o ensure that all requested changes were made to the full
satisfaction of the reviewers and LILTER.

Failure to make the requested changes will delay the publication of the paper and it will be moved to the
February 2023 issue.

If you have any queries, please ket us know.

Prof. Antonio Sprock
CE

0 vemplate_LILTER_2022 docx
m Response-to-Reviewers-Template-1JLTER-2020 docx
Bl aPA_Guide 6th_edition.pdf

BB AP 7th Edition.pdf
[utinan teks disambumikan]

Editorial Office

International Journal of Leamning, Teaching and Educational Research
ISSHN: 1694-2116 (Online)

ISSHN: 1694-2493 (Print)

Website: hitp2fiter.org/

Email: jiterorgi@gmail com

T lampiran
6641_pdf

ﬁ 5486K

ﬂ 6641-23400-1-RV.docx
23K

6641-23324-1-RV.docx
MEK

66.41-23436-1-RV. pdf
E BIK

6641-23283-1-RV.docx
18K

hitps:fimall googie. commalluwy k=35 205M0EView=ptlseanh-alspermmegit-meg-1 17547036005 144240 1 38slmpl=meg -+ 1 T547038095 144, 273



523, 1235 AM Gmall - lLALTER] Editor Decislon

6641-232T2-1-RV.pdf
154K

6641-22T03-1-RV.docx
MTK

hitps:/imall google. commall i TIk-35205 20 view-ptiseanh=alEpemmmsgld=msg-1 17 547035095144 240 128 5impl=meg £ 1TS4TO3E005 144, 373



6. Bukti Respon Penulis Terkait Revisi Dan Artikel
Yang Telah Direvisi (21 Januari 2023)

523, 1243 AM Gmall - [LALTER] Editor Decislon
M G mall Esfi lsmawati <estisetyadifgmail.com>
[WLTER] Editor Decision
Esti Ismawafi <estisetyadif@gmail.com> 21 Januari 2023 pukul 17.36

Kepada: LILTER ORG <jjiker.orgi@gmail .com:
Dear Prof. Antonio Sprock, We sent our revised manuscript in two files, namely file_main and file_Response to
Reviewers.
Thank you for your kindness
Best Regards,
Esti Ismawati
[Kutipan teks dsambaryikan)

2 lampiran

) 6641 NEW_FILE_REVISION. docx
260K

'g 6641_Response-to-Reviewers.docx
MK

hitpe:/imaiL google. comimall Wi Tik=aS2 05T 0Eview-ptiseanh-al S permmsgld=msg-AT505074 1301807 53645 6AEIMpl-meg-aT60S074130180... 11



7. Bukti Review Kedua (29 Januari 2023)

5823, 1252 AM Gmail - [LALTER] Editor Decision
M Gmall Esti Ismawati <estisetyadi@gmail com>
[LTER] Editor Decision
LILTER ORG <jter.org@gmsil.com> 29 Januari 2023 pukul 10.11

kepada: Esti |smawati <estisetyadi@gmail.com=>
Cie: Hersulastuti Hersulastuti <hersulastutif@gmail com:=, Indiyah Prana Amertawengrum <indiyahi@gmail .com:=, Kun
Andyan Anindita <andyan.aninditod@gmail. com=
Dear Esti,
We have just received your paper (G841) from the Editor's hand who have made a number of comments.
Kindly finalise the paper and send it to us by 31st January 2023.
Please highlight all new changes made in green. Make sure not to introduce any new language mistakes.
Do not delete the comments. But you may reply to them as well (in the comments section itself in the paper).
The paper will be published in the January 2023 issue.
If you have any queries, please et us know.
Prof. Antonio Sprock
CE
[Kutipan teds disarburyikan]

ﬂ 6641F_230123 Cleaned 230123 .docx
204K

hitps:iimalLgoogie. commall W TIk-aS205r0EView-ptise arch-alSpemmsgid=-meg-T 17553245000137 207 TSAsImpl=-meg-H 1 TSE324E000137... 11



8. Bukti Respon Penulis Terkait Revisi Kedua (30
Januari 2023)

SAZ3, 1254 AM Gmall - LALTER] Editor Decislon
M G mall Esfi lsmawati <estisetyadif@gmail .com>
[WLTER] Editor Decision
Esti Ismawai <estisetyadifgmail.com> 30 Januari 2023 pukul 2324

Kepada: [JLTER ORG <jjker.orgi@gmail .com>

Dear Prof. Antonic Sprock

| am sending back the manuscript which | have revised according to Prof Antonic’s instructions.

| really feel very honored to have the opportunity to study with Prrof,. Very conscientious and very professional
Antonio.

Thank you very much.

Best regards,

Esti Ismawati.

[utipan teks dsamburyikan]

6641f_230123 Cleaned 230123 docx
306K

hitps:/imall googie. commall W TIk-aS2050EView-pti search=al permmegit=msg-ar-421 2707 21 46007 T AT2 TRimpl=mesg-ar-4212797314... 1A



9. Bukti Review Ketiga (31 Januari 2023)

SEZ3, 1.00AM Gmall - [LLTER] Editor Decision

M Gmall Esti Ismawati <estisetyadi@gmail.com>

[WLTER] Editor Decision
LILTER ORG <ijterorgi@gmail .com> 3 Januari 2023 pukul 22.01
Kepada: Esti Ismawati <estisetyadif@gmail.com:=>
Ci: Hersulastuti Hersulastuti <hersulastutif@gmail com:=, Indiyah Prana Amertawengrum <indiyahi@gmail .com:=, Kun
Andyan Anindita <andyan.anindito@gmail. com=
Diear Esti,
Thank you for submitting a revised paper.
However, the editor was very disappointed to see that many of the requested changes were not made in the
references (and you claim that you have done them).
Thus, you will have to look at it again. Most of the outstanding sources were not added, yet you indicated that they
were added. You (Est) also indicated that some that were in the list but not in the text were added to the text, yet they
were not. The editor has made more specific comments this time and highlighted them in yellow.
Kimdhy submit a well revised paper by Bth Feb 2023 for publication in the Jan 2023 issue.

Prof. Sprock
CE

[Kutipan teks disamburnylkan]

6641F_230123 Cleaned 290123_310123 Proofread (Cleaned)_310123.docx
285K

hitps:/imall googhe. comimall T TIk-35 205208 view-ptiseanh-alipemmmesgld=msg-T 17 555507 45463000301 Sslmpl=meg -+ 1 TSESS07484530... 141



10.  Bukti Respon Penulis Terkait Revisi Ketiga
dan Konfirmasi Final Check (2 Februari 2023)

5823, 101 AM Gmall - [WLTER] Editor Declskon
M Gmail Esti Ismawati <estisetyadi@gmail com>
[WLTER] Editor Decision
Esti lsmawafi <estisetyadi@gmail com> 2 Februari 2023 pukul 22.32

Kepada: [JLTER ORG <jjker.orgi@gmail .com>

Dear Prof. Antonic Sprock

| am sending back this paper which | hawe thorouwghly and superbly revised.
Hopefully it will be published soon.

Thank you.

Best regards.

Esti Ismawati

[utipan teks dsamburyikan]

E 6641f_230123 Cleaned 230123_310123 Proofread (Cleaned)_310123.docx
206K

hitps:/imall googie. commall W TIk=aS205r0EView-ptisearchmal permmegit=msg-aT3085E0448444 350 15338 impl-mag-aT308550446444 . 1A



A3, 102AM Gmall - [WLTER] Editor Decision

M Gmail Esti Ismawati <estisetyadi@gmail. com>
[LTER] Editor Decision
LILTER ORG <ijter.org@gmail.com> 2 Februari 2023 pukul 23.20
Kepada: Esti lsmawati <estisetyadi@gmail.com>

Dear Esti,

Thank you for submitting the final revised paper.
We will revert back within 24 hours after doing a final check
If all is ok , the paper will be published in the January 2023 issue within 48 hours (from now].

Prof. Sprock

CE
[Futipan teks disambunylkan]

hitpe:/imall googie. comdmall Ay TIk=35205M2I08 view-pt searh=alipesmmsgid=msg-T 17557 360105605 54007 Sslmpl=meg- £ 1 TSET360195505... 111



11. Bukti Artikel Telah Dipublikasikan
Februari 2023)

5823, 109 AM Gmail - [ALTER] Portrait of Education In Indonesia: Leaming from PESA Results 2015 o Present
M Gmail Esti Ismawati <estisetyadi@gmail com>

[WLTER] Portrait of Education in Indonesia: Learning from PISA Results 2015 to
Present

LILTER .ORG <jjtter.org@gmail.com= & Febmuari 2023 pukul 12.18
Kepada: Esti Ismawati <estisetyadifiygmail.com:, "Hersulastuti ." <hersulastuti@gmail.com®, Indiyah Prana
Amertawengrum <indiyah{@gmail.com=, Kun Andyan Anindita <andyan.aninditod@gmail..com=

Dear Author,

Your paper has been published. You may check it at:
https:ifjiker.orgfindex. phpfijterfarticleview 64 1/pdf

International Joumnal of Leaming, Teaching and Educational Research
http:/fijiter.omg/findex.phpfijiber

hitps:/imall googie. commall W TIk-aS2 050G View-pti search=ali permmegid=mesg-T 17 550570300 347 TS5 508 mpl=meg £ 1756067033347, 1A



