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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	I like the manuscript. Because, it helps to investigate the Influence of Social Media Influencers on Consumer Well-Being and Purchase Intention. It also gives insights for management of the social media creators as well browsers to take corrective action based on this findings and respective implications. Finally, the empirical results of the study will use for other researchers and scholar as references in their further study.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. But, the title should be” the Influence of Social Media Influencers on Consumer Well-Being and Purchase Intention”.
	

	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.


	It is good. But, the findings should focus on the effect of specified explanatory variables (argument quality, kindness and source credibility) on the dependent variables (Consumer well-being and purchase intention). The abstract should include the Gap of the study, recommendations and future works of the study. Similarly, the keywords should be minimized to Argument quality, consumer well-being, Indonesia, kindness, source credibility, purchase intention, TikTok.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is appropriate except the inclusion of some remaining sub-topics in structure such as 1. Objective, Significance and Limitation of the study in the introduction part, 2. Structured literature that includes Theoretical review, Literature Gap and conceptual frame work in the related literature review, 3. Ethical considerations, Research design and strategy, model specifications and Description of theoretical signs/relationship Independent variables (argument quality, kindness and source credibility) and  dependent variables (Consumer well-being and purchase intention) in the methodology of the study and 4.  summary of the sign changes of the dependent and independent variables during the hypothesis testing. Finally, the study should include separate recommendations/policy/managerial implications and future works of the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Most of the references are recent, complete and used the standard forms of referencing except putting them in ascending order from A-Z. 
	

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


	Yes.  But, it needs detail review and rewriting of some statements in the whole body of the article.   


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Review the introduction parts of your paper and edit the following sub-topics 

· Review the introduction part and indicate your gap clearly  

· Indicate the general objectives of your study.

· Include the limitations and significance of your study 

2. Review and arrange your literature like 2.1 theoretical reviews, 2. 2. Empirical evidence 2. 3. Literature Gap and 2.4. Conceptual framework (the relation between Independent variables (argument quality, kindness and source credibility) and dependent variables (Consumer well-being and purchase intention).

3. Research Methodology- includes the model specifications (i.e. Analytical Model specifications), expected signs of the relation between the dependent and independent variables and indicate the alternative hypothesis of each hypothesis and test them. 

4. Results and Discussion 

· Summarize the sign of the whole results in the hypothesis testing table, specify which hypothesis is rejected/accepted at 0.05 (approximate the result to 0.05) significant level, that is accept the null hypothesis if the significant level is greater than 0.05; whereas, accept the alternative hypothesis when the significant level is less than or equal to 0.05. 

5. Include the recommendations, managerial and policy implications, and future works of your study. 

6. Finally, review the whole body of your research particularly the results and discussion, compare the references in both sides (body of the article and references) and arrange the references in ascending order of text (A-Z). 
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