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Compulsory REVISION comments
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.

The systematic writing of articles is still not in accordance with journal
writing rules. In the journal should be more clarified: 1. INTRODUCTION, 2.
MATERIALS AND METHODS, 3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION, 4.
CONCLUSION, 5. COMPETING INTERESTS, 6. REFERENCES. The article that
you made is not as detailed as what I meant above.
The research background is still weak, so there should be supporting data
showing the conditions in India, especially in the Food Technology Delivery Service
Sector During the Pandemic Crisis.
Separate the research methodology with the research results, so that the
analysis you make is clearer
The analysis that you convey in the article is not yet strong, so it needs a
more detailed explanation of the object under study, it would be great if you added
examples of cases that were happening in India during the pandemic.
Conclusions are made more detailed and clear, meaning that it is more focused
on answering the problem formulations that you mentioned in the previous
background, so that the objectives of your research can be clearly conveyed in this
article.
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