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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 believe the GIUC model proposed by the author offers a solution that has not been widely discussed academically. This model is important to discuss because it proposes steps for building an international network relevant to the internationalization needs of PTKIN. This article also combines several theoretical frameworks, making it rich in literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title is appropriate to the content of the article.
	

	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 following points are missing from this abstract:

1. It doesn't explain how the literature was reviewed, whether thematically, comparatively, or critically.

2. It doesn't mention what needs to be done next, whether by PTKIN, the government, or academics.

3. The sentences containing the research objectives and conclusions are not explicit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript is valid as a scientific article. It has a complete scientific writing structure, is novel, and is relevant to the context of the study. However, it would be better if the GIUC conceptual scheme could be added in the form of figures/tables in the results and discussion sections to clarify the research synthesis and provide a more detailed explanation of the research instruments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think the bibliography of this article is sufficient, it includes sources from national and international articles (all articles have DOIs), websites, and books.
	

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


	There are several sentences that are wasteful or can be shortened without changing the meaning. For example, in the introduction:

1. The sentence "In this context, PTKIN should be able to produce alternative narratives that are more representative, moderate, and science-based." could be changed to "In this context, PTKIN should be able to produce alternative, more representative, moderate, and science-based narratives."

2. The sentence "The digital era requires new capacities in content management, algorithmic understanding, and the ability to strategically frame issues (Saurwein, 2022)." could be changed to "the ability to frame issues (Saurwein, 2022) strategically."

3. The sentence "Islamic communication can no longer be understood solely as a conventional da'wah activity, but must be managed as a strategic practice involving..." could be changed to "...da'wah activity. However, it must be managed..."

4. And other sentences that you can review more carefully.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Add a visualization of the GIUC model (a table or conceptual diagram).

2. Consider creating a “Results and Discussion” section that explicitly explains the structure of the GIUC model.

3. Add a paragraph of practical suggestions at the end, which policymakers or PTKIN can use in the early stages of implementing this model.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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