Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_133573

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Optimizing The Use of Beauty Vlogger to Enhance Purchasing Decisions: Insight from Scarlett Beauty Products

	Type of the Article
	EMPIRICAL


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important as it provides valuable insights into the influence of beauty vloggers on purchasing decisions, specifically analyzing attractiveness, trustworthiness, and expertise. It contributes to marketing strategies by highlighting the dominant role of attractiveness in consumer behavior, particularly for beauty products. The study’s findings help brands like Scarlett refine influencer collaborations and promotional efforts to enhance customer engagement. Additionally, it offers empirical evidence through quantitative analysis, aiding researchers and marketers in understanding consumer preferences in the digital beauty industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the research—how beauty vloggers influence purchasing decisions for Scarlett beauty products. However, for better clarity and impact, you may consider slight refinements:

1. "Optimizing Beauty Vloggers’ Influence on Purchasing Decisions: Insights from Scarlett Beauty Products"
2. "Enhancing Purchasing Decisions Through Beauty Vloggers: A Study on Scarlett Beauty Products"


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	YES, it is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct overall.
Needs minor grammatical corrections and improved clarity.
Ensure consistency in statistical interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The researcher may try to add references of 2025.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, English is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Multicollinearity Test Interpretation:

· The correct term is Variance Inflation Factor (VIF), not VIP (likely a typo).

· Example: "The study conducted a multicollinearity test by looking at the Variance inflation factor (VIP) value in the regression model."
→ Should be: "Multicollinearity was assessed using the Variance Inflation Factor (VIF), where values below 10 indicate no multicollinearity."
Heteroscedasticity Test Explanation:
· The description is mostly correct but could benefit from a clearer explanation of how the scatterplot results indicate no heteroscedasticity.

· Suggestion: Instead of "there is no point spreading randomly and scattered until it does not form a certain pattern,"
→ Try: "The scatterplot shows a random distribution of points without a clear pattern, indicating the absence of heteroscedasticity."
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