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	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.


	The manuscript provides an insight to the strategic communication efforts of implantation halal certification policies in Indonesia, through the SEHATI programme. For doing componential campaign model, it provides the effectiveness government campaign to influence micro and small enterprises to follow the standards. It also offers a finding that able to inform policy-making and future research in communication strategy, public administration and Islamic economic in this context is Halal certification policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative but need small adjustment, to add specificity about the method, the theoretical model and clarify the focus on communication strategy and policy implementation. Alternative title: “Halal Certification Campaigns in Indonesia: A Qualitative Analysis of the SEHATI Strategy by BPJPH”
	

	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.


	The abstract is not comprehensive enough, it still lacks of clarity, focus and important components (background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion). It is more like reading a paragraph rather than structured summary of key points. The language structure needs to be academic and clear, repetitions idea and not flowing smoothly. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically valid in concept; however, it has several areas that need improvement. Sample size is too small for qualitative research, will limit the study and discussion.
· No explanation how the interview was analysed

· Need more critical comparison with previous and current research.

· Need more analytical discussion, not the descriptive

· Inconsistency of terms like MSEs, MSMEs and micro-business, Please consistent don’t make the reader confused.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references generally relevant, however it could be better not Indonesia-centric. The author could compare how other Muslim-majority country implement the halal policy like Malaysia, Turkiye, even more Thailand. More studies about public communication campaign which include the effectiveness and strategy.
Lastly, it has to be more references about methodology or guidelines to conduct the research.


	

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


	Generally, it is English and could be read by global reader. However it is lot of grammatically error, redundancy, not flow smoothly, inconsistent abbreviation or terminology, and unacademically tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Need to improve to be more comprehensive and clarity.
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