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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 title of the manuscript is a good choice. The title is attractive to the readers. It is helpful for the businesses and entrepreneurs to know the importance of vloggers for advertising their products. Factors affecting consumer choice while shopping. How can one gain trust and increase their sales?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be changed- the Phrase “Optimizing use of beauty vlogger” is not appropriate
You can choose from the following titles:

1- “Role of Beauty Vlogger to Enhance Purchasing Decisions: Insight from Scarlett Beauty Products”

2- Influence of Beauty Vloggers to Enhance Purchasing Decisions: Insight from Scarlett Beauty Products

3- Factors Affecting Purchasing Decisions on the consumer from beauty vloggers: Insight from Scarlett Beauty Products”
	

	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.


	1- Yes, in the abstract you have mentioned the data collection date from January to February 2025, but in the methodology you have mentioned December.
2- You have mentioned that you used questionnaires, observation and documentation but you have only talked about questionnaires in the research paper. Observation and documentation have not been used.
3- The result could be more elaborated in the abstract and rewrite your conclusion part. It is contradicting your result.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	You can add more references in the Introduction part.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	General comments:
Write- 

1- Slovin formula instead of technique.

2- Table 2 uses decimal instead of commas- for example- reliability is 0.741, not 0,741. Use comma throughout.

3- Table 5 “Expertise is 0.008 which is less than 0.05, but in second line you have mentioned there is no influence . so change that also.

4- Trustworthiness is insignificant according to your study, but in the discussion part you have (b) you have mentioned or shown that it is significant. recheck
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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