
PAPER EVALUATION SHEET 

No  : 13697 
Paper Title : Malnutrition in elderly: Need to be revisited 
 

A. Evaluation Objects 

Comment Yes No See 

1.  Is the paper content original? [ v] [  ] [  ] 
2.  Does the paper title represent its content?  [  ] [ v ] [  ] 
3.  Does the paper abstract reflect the paper content? [  ] [  ] [v  ] 
4.  Does the keyword indicate the scope of the research? [  ] [  ] [ v ] 
5.  Is the research methodology or the approach of the problem  

solving clearly describe? 
[  ] [  ] [ v ] 

6.  Do the data presentation and interpretation valid and reasonable? [  ] [  ] [ v ] 
7.  Do the use of tables and figures help to clarify the explanation? [  ] [ v ] [  ] 
8.  Have the discussion and/ or analysis been relevant with the results 

of the study? 
[  ] [  ] [ v ] 

9.  Are the references used relevant [  ] [  ] [ v ] 
 

 Very good Good Fair Poor 
10.  Contribution to Science [  ] [  ] [ v ] [  ] 
11.  Originality  [  ] [v  ] [  ] [  ] 
12.  Systematic  [  ] [  ] [ v ] [  ] 
13.  Language [  ] [ v ] [  ] [  ] 
14.  Writing Accuracy [  ] [  ] [ v ] [  ] 

 

 

B.   Reviewer Decision 

The paper is : 

i.   Could be published directly      [  ] 

ii.  Could be published with minor revision    [  ] 

iii.  Could be published with major revision    [ v ] 

iv.  Please return to us for re-evaluation after revision   [  ] 

v.   is not worth to publish based on the above reason   [  ]  

          

Yes No 

vi.  do you want your name as reviewer, released to the author  [  ] [ v ] 
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TITLE: 
Judul tidak menunjukkan ide penelitian dengan jelas, apakah yang harus ditinjau kembali? Kebijakan 
atau perubahan pola malnutrisi atau definisi malnutrisi pada lansia? 

ABSTRACT: 
1.Deskripsi hasil penelitian tidak jelas, jenis penelitian tidak disebutkan, outsome hanya prevalensi 
saja? 
2. Result: tidak sinkron dengan analisis statitik
3.Key words: Mengapa makronutrien tidak masuk? 

TEXT 
1.Backgorund: 
Data malnutrisi lansia di masyarakat ada di riskesdas dan profil kesehatan mengapa disebut langka? 
2.Method: 
Anthropometric: kata microtoa bahasa apa ya?  
3.Result: 
Karakteristik subjek peneilitian kurang  
Mengapa data penting laki-laki dan perempuan tidak dianalisis 
Data triceps skinfold thickness, mid upper arm circumference, waist circumference and calf 
circumference tidak di analisis? 
4.Reference: 
Mestinya ada rujukan ttg regulasi pelayanan kesehatan bagi lansia, dan proses klinis malnutrisi pada 
lansia. 
5. Data presentation/interpretation
Karakteristik subjek peneilitian kurang  
Data asupan zat gizi sebaiknya dilengkapi data asupan jenis makanan 
6. Discussion
Pengukuran aktivitas dengan IPAQ tidak disebut pada metode penelitian. 
Pembahasan tingginya asupan vitamin A tidak merujuk ke jenis asupan makanan, mengapa bisa 
disebutkan karena keberhasilan program fortifkasi?. 
7. Conclusion
Tidak ada tujuan tentang program pemerintah, mengapa pada kesimpulan disebutkan “Government 
programs on nutrition especially in elderly need to be revisited”? 
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