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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 manuscript is relevant for the scientific and policy-making communities because it examines the unintended economic consequences of a major infrastructure project—an issue that is often overlooked in development planning. Its focus on the bypass effect and the vulnerability of MSMEs provides valuable empirical insights that can inform both local and national infrastructure policy. The study also contributes to the broader literature on regional economic development, transport economics, and MSME resilience in emerging economies. Furthermore, the integration of quantitative and qualitative data strengthens its potential scientific contribution by offering a comprehensive view of structural economic changes in Tebing Tinggi.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and accurately reflects the core variables: toll road development, MSMEs, and regional economic performance. However, it could be made more specific and academically concise.

Suggested alternative titles:

•“Economic Effects of the Medan–Tebing Tinggi Toll Road on MSMEs and Regional Performance in Tebing Tinggi City”

•“Toll Road Development and Its Bypass Effect on MSMEs: Evidence from 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 is generally comprehensive and clearly summarises the research aims, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, several improvements can strengthen clarity and scientific structure:

Suggested improvements:

•Add a brief mention of the regression results to highlight quantitative significance.

•Include numerical findings (e.g., “65% of MSMEs experienced >30% turnover decline”) to increase analytical value.

•Shorten some descriptive sentences to create a more concise abstract.

•Clarify whether GRDP analysis is based on primary or secondary data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and logically structured. The research design (sequential explanatory mixed methods) is appropriate for the topic, and the regression analyses align with the study’s hypotheses. Classical assumption tests are correctly reported, and interpretations of coefficients are reasonable.

However, several issues merit attention:

•The manuscript does not provide detailed regression tables (R², F-statistics, standard errors). These are essential for scientific transparency.

•The variable “toll road impact” should be operationalised more clearly—currently it appears to be treated as a single variable, but its construction is not explained.

•The study would benefit from including confidence intervals or effect sizes.

•GRDP contribution analysis seems inferred from MSME activity rather than actual numerical GRDP data; this may weaken empirical validity.

•Some statements in the literature review are descriptive and could be strengthened by linking them more directly to the hypotheses.

In general, the scientific foundation is acceptable but would benefit from clearer operational definitions and more detailed statistical reporting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes several recent sources (2022–2025). The study also cites regional and local-case literature relevant to toll road impacts.

Suggestions for additional references:

•Studies on bypass effects and transport-induced economic shifts in Southeast Asia.

•Papers on MSME resilience and digital transformation in emerging economies.

•Infrastructure impact assessment frameworks (e.g., ADB, World Bank).

These would strengthen the theoretical foundation and international relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript's English quality is generally understandable but contains recurring issues:

•Frequent grammatical inconsistencies.

•Overly long sentences that reduce clarity.

•Occasional repetition of ideas (especially in Introduction and Discussion).

•Some terms are translated too literally from Indonesian, affecting academic tone.

A thorough language editing pass is recommended to improve readability, cohesion, and scholarly style.
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