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[IJCS] Submission Acknowledgement

Dani Fadillah <dani2@ascee.org>
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Ajar Pradika Ananta Tur:

Thank you for submitting the ipt, "Depicti ing Women's
Power through Eatery Names" fo i Journal of C ication and

Society. With the online journal management system that we are using, you
will be able to track its progress through the editorial process by logging
in to the journal web site:

Manuscript URL: https://pubs2.ascee. org/index php/ijcs/author/submission/791
Username: ajarpradika

If you have any questions, please contact me. Thank you for considering this
journal as a venue for your work.

Dani Fadiliah
International Journal of Communication and Society
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hitp://pubs2. ascee.org/index.phplijics
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2. Review Process from two reviewers
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Forwarded message
From: Dr. Puji Lestari, M.Si | Scopus ID: 56669619900 <pujLlestari@upnyk ac.id>

Date: Thu, Jan 5, 2023, 7:49 AM

Subject [IJCS] Editor Decision

To: Ajar Pradika Ananta Tur <ajar.pradika@enlitera. uad.ac.id=

Cc: Arini Sabrina <arini@polteklpp.ac.id>, Azelin Mohammed Noor <azelin_noori@utp.edu.my>, Yashinta Farahsani <yashinta himei@yahoo.com=, Ida Puspita <ida.puspita@uad.ac.id=, Muhammad Hafiz Kuniawan <muhammad.kurniawan@enlitera.uad.ac.id=

Ajar Pradika Ananta Tur:

We have reached a decision regarding your submission to International
Journal of Communication and Society, "Depiction Restoring Women's Power
through Eatery Names".

Our decision is: Revisions Required
Prof. Dr. Puji Lestari, M.Si | Scopus 1D: 56669612900

Universitas Pembangunan Masional “Veteran® Yogyakaria
puji_lestari@upnyk ac.id

Reviewer A

Significance (- How important is the work reported? Does it attack an
important/difficult problem (as opposed to a peripheral/simple one)? - Does
the approach offered advance the state of the art? - Does it involve or
synithesize ideas, methods, approaches from mulliple disciplines? - Does it
have interesting implications for multiple disciplines?)::

Good

Originality (- Is this a new issue? Is this a novel approach to an issue? -
Is this a novel combination of familiar ideasftechniques/imethods/approaches?
- Does the paper point out differences from related research? - Does the
paper properly situate itself with respect to previous work?)::

Good

Quality (- s the paper technically sound? How are its claims backed up? -
Does it carefully evaluate the strengths and limitations of its
contribution?)::

Good
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Clarity (- 1s the paper clearly written? Does it motivate the research? Does
it describe clearly the methods employed (e.g , experimental procedures,
algorithms, analytical tools), if any? - Are the resulis, if any, described
and evaluated thoroughly? - Is the paper organized in a sensible and logical
fashion?):

Good

Relevance (- |s the paper closely related to the theme of the journal

(broadly conceived)? - Is the content interesting enough to a broad

audience? - Is the paper readable in a multi-disciplinary context?):
Good

Technical (1): Structure of the paper:
Good

Technical (2): Standard of English:
Good

Technical (3): Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper:
Good

Technical (4): Use and number of keywords/key phrases:
Good

Technical (5). Relevance and clarity of drawings, graphs and tables:
Fair

Technical (6): Discussion and conclusions:
Fair

Technical (7). Reference list, adeguate and correcily cited:
Fair

Explanations for the above ratings and other general comments on major
issues:

Beginning with your methods should naturally lead to your results and
discussion. Cover your population, profocols, analysis, and resulis before
linking back to the original question posed by your research. End your
discussion by evaluating the limitations of your study and how your resulis
relate to current literature.

Comments on the minor details of the article:

Manage your references easily with software like EndMote or Zotero. Use the
reference style preferred by the journal you are submitting to. Ensure the
right readers can find your article by selecting keywords for online
publication databases. Test keywords by searching among already published
papers.
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Reviewer B:

Significance (- How important is the work reported? Does it attack an
important/difficult problem (as opposed to a peripheral/simple one)? - Does
the approach offered advance the state of the art? - Does it involve or
synthesize ideas, methods, approaches from multiple disciplines? - Does it
have interesting implications for multiple disciplines?)::

Good

Originality (- Is this a new issue? |s this a novel approach to an issue? -
Is this a novel combination of familiar ideasftechniques/imethods/approaches?
- Does the paper point out differences from related research? - Does the
paper properly situate itself with respect to previous work?)::

Good

Quality (- Is the paper technically sound? How are its claims backed up? -
Does it carefully evaluate the strengths and limitations of its
confribution?)-

Good

Clarity (- Is the paper clearly written? Does it motivate the research? Does
it describe clearly the methods employed (e.g., experimental procedures,
algorithms, analytical tools), if any? - Are the results, if any, described
and evaluated thoroughly? - Is the paper crganized in a sensible and logical
fashion?):

Good

Relevance (- Is the paper closely related to the theme of the joumnal

(broadly conceived)? - Is the content interesting enough to a broad

audience? - Is the paper readable in a multi-disciplinary context?)::
Good

Technical (1): Structure of the paper:
Good

Technical (2): Standard of English:
Good

Technical (3): Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper:
Fair

Technical (4): Use and number of keywords/key phrases:
Good

Technical (5): Relevance and clarity of drawings, graphs and tables:
Fair
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Technical {2): Standard of English:
Good

Technical (3). Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper.
Fair

Technical {(4): Use and number of keywords/key phrases:
Good

Technical (5): Relevance and clarity of drawings. graphs and tables:
Fair

Technical (6): Discussion and conclusions:
Fair

Technical (7): Reference list, adequate and correctly cited:
Fair

Explanations for the above ratings and other general comments on major
issues:

A strong Discussion section provides a great deal of analytical depth. Your
goal should be to critically analyze and interpret the findings of your
study. You should place your findings in the context of published literature
and describe how your study moves the field forward.

Comments on the minor details of the article:

In summary, a strong Discussion includes a concise summary of the problem
you are investigating and a critical discussion of major and minar findings
in the context of published literature. The limitations should also be
acknowledged, and future directions should be discussed. A strong ending is
important; discuss the significance, overall conclusion, and major impact of
your study.

International Journal of Communication and Society
http:fipubs2 ascee.orgfindex phpiiics
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3. Editorial Decision: ACCEPTED

¢ B O @ 8 0 & B D
[IJCS] Editor Decision (Extfmal) inbex x
® 1JCS Journal <ijcs@ascee.org-
@  '©me Arini, Azelin, Yashinta, Ida, Muhammad

‘Ajar Pradika Ananta Tur;

‘We have reached a decision regarding your submission to International Journal of Communication and Society, "Depiclion Restoring Women's Power through Eatery Names™.

Our decision is to: Accept

Dr. Puji Lestari, M.Si | Scopus ID: 56669619900
Universitas Pembangunan Masional “Veleran™ Yogyakarta

pujilestari@upnyk ac.id
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APC - Tur et al.pdf Letter - Tur et al....
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[ Thanks a lot. ] [ Thank you for your response. ] { Noted with thanks. J
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