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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 article addresses a topical and urgent problem: the effect of the key transport infrastructure, namely the Medan-Tebing Tinggi toll road, on the performance of MSMEs and the economic processes of the region. The emphasis on the bypass effect is a solid conceptual core, and the combination of quantitative and qualitative research enhances the design of the research. The paper has a good framework, background, and sound discussion of the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Toll Road Development on MSME Growth and Regional Economic Performance in Tebing Tinggi City
	

	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 indicates the objectives, methods, major findings and recommendations. Too descriptive, not analytical enough. And also describes the course of events but fails to provide the extent of effects.
Suggestion - Add certain data (e.g., percent rejections, regression coefficients) in order to make the abstract stronger. It’s recommendation without causality (has caused a serious decline) without giving any evidence till later.

Suggestion: Do not make any causal assertion in the abstract without rigorous analysis.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article deals with a significant infrastructure problem that has significant implications to MSME and regional economies. It is well organized and has a good mixture of quantitative and qualitative methodologies. Suggestion: but, the research is methodologically simplistic, a lack of theoretical richness and some instances of overstatements that are not highly supported by the evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Issues of inconsistent formatting. Some of the references are not written according to APA 7 (missing italic, wrong capitals, URLs are not written correctly) Certain sources are also partial or repeated (e.g., Januardin is mentioned twice) The fact that it uses future-dated citations (e.g., Anggiantoro et al., 2025) indicate that the article is not fully validated.
	

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


	Yes, some little flaws
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodology: The sequential explanatory design is suitable. The combination of the quantitative and qualitative approach is value added.

Issues: The variable of the toll road development is not well defined and operationalized.


How was it measured? 
Was it a perception index, a dummy variable or a composite? 
Regression interpretation cannot be clarified without the definition. (No empirical Underpinning). Regression equations are too simple.


Complex economic phenomena cannot be investigated using single independent variables models. 
The confounding factors are not controlled (e.g., inflation, pandemic effects, competition, pricing, digital access).

None of the model specification tests.


No R2, (Coefficient of Determination) F-statistics and effect sizes.


Tables 1 – 4 do not have standard errors and confidence intervals.

There is inconsistent sampling method. 
The paper asserts that it uses random sampling when MSMEs are heterogeneous. 
Stratified sampling would have been more suitable.
Qualitative approaches are not fully exploited.


The results of the interviews are stated but not examined in details. 
No quotes, themes, and coding processes.
Certain sources are also partial or repeated (e.g., Januardin is mentioned twice).

In the introduction, there are quite several citations that have not been cited in the reference list.

Lack of compliance with APA 7th referencing consistency.

The fact that it uses future-dated citations (e.g., Anggiantoro et al., 2025) indicate that the article is not fully validated.
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