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A.  Evaluation objects: 

 Yes No N/A 

1.   Is the content original?       

2.   Does the title represent the content?    

3.   Does the abstract reflect the content?    

4.   Do the keywords indicate the scope of the research?    

5.   Is the research methodology clearly described?    

6.   Do the data presentation and interpretation valid and reasonable?    

7.   Do the use of tables and figures help to clarify the explanation?    

8.   Have the discussion and/or analysis been relevant with the results of the 
study? 

   

9.   Are the references used relevant?    

 

 

         Very Good    Good       Fair Poor 

10. Contribution to science      

11. Originality      

12. Systematic      

13. Language     

14. Writing accuracy     

 

B. Reviewer’s decision: 

A. accept  

B. accept (minor revision)  

C. accept (major revision)  

D. accept (major revision)-please return the paper for a second round of reviews  

E. reject  

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Comments(Use additional sheet, if necessary). 

 

The article shows good and systematic order and gives quite good contribution for MSMS at Langkat.  

However, there is a lot of revisions to be done on the article. 

1. Title.  You should be clear on the dependent variable of your study (revenue, buying interest, or 

buying repurchase).  The object of dependent variable must also be clear (SMSE performance or SMSE 

products buying/repreat buying intention).  Please be clear on it.  Give clear definition on the variable.  Make 

keyword in-line with the dependent variable that you choose. 

2. It should be any references that justify small number of respondents (=100).  Give strong reasons and 

explanations according to the references.  

3. The sampling method is not clear.  What do you mean with saturated sampling?  Saturated sampling 

is not a type of non-probability sampling.  Please see the references again. 

4. Research Model.  The influence of price as a moderator should be indicated by an arrow that is 

directed to the middle of the arrow between product innovation and repurchase intention as well as halal 

label and repurchase intention (not on the repurchase intention). 

Latent variable is ussually put in oval or circle (not box). 

5. Each notation on the equation should be explain clearly.  What is Y? X1? X2? Z?  

6. Use English consistently, do not mix up with Bahasa Indonesia (eg. Page 8 Gambar 2).  You need big 

improvement in grammar and style of language.  Typos are found in many parts of your article.   

7. Please use consistent font type and size according to author guideline. 

8. Table and diagram should be properly explained.  Please be clear with a) b) *).  Give clear an 

explanation on each sign.   

9. What do you mean with CLOSE at page 10?  Conclusion? 

10. See the guideline to use citation in body text and in RERERENCES.  

11. There is no description on items of each latent variable.  You can put your items in the appendix, if 

you want, or just show us your questionnaire.   

12. You have not mentioned the scale of Likert.  4-scale or 5-scale or what?  
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Topic of the article is very interesting, but your paper need to improve. There are many revisions to be done 

on the article, but I just taking some notes here: 

1. Rewrite the article using a better english; improve your grammar and style of language. I suggest  

2. I advise you to ask a native proofreader to read and help you to rewrite the article. 

3. Shorten the Abstract to only maximum of 200 words. 

4. Resubmit the article revised for second round of review 
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