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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.


	This manuscript makes a timely and valuable contribution to the intersection of artificial intelligence and micro-influencer marketing. By addressing how AI tools enhance scalability and operational efficiency in content creation, the study fills a critical gap in existing literature, which has largely overlooked the specific needs and challenges of small to mid-sized influencer marketing agencies. The findings, supported by both qualitative and quantitative data, demonstrate that AI significantly improves content production speed, engagement metrics, and strategic decision-making without diminishing creative control or authenticity. So, the paper offers practical insights for marketing professionals, tool developers, and researchers, and serves as a foundational reference for future studies exploring the sustainable integration of AI in the influencer marketing ecosystem.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and conveys the key elements of the research, AI, scalability, content creation, and micro-influencer marketing. However, it could be more engaging and slightly more specific to highlight the research’s value and method as follows:
AI-Driven Efficiency in Micro-Influencer Marketing Agencies: Enhancing Content Creation and Engagement
	

	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 informative and captures the essential elements of the study, including the background, purpose, methodology, and key findings. 
However, I suggest refining the structure for improved clarity and conciseness. The definition of micro-influencers could be more succinct, and the primary aim of the research should be introduced earlier to better guide the reader. Additionally, the use of specific tool names may be better suited for the methods or results section rather than the abstract. Reducing the number of numerical metrics listed would enhance readability, and the concluding statements could be streamlined to more clearly highlight the broader implications of the study. Overall, with some tightening and reorganization, the abstract can effectively reflect the contribution and significance of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
However, while the scientific framework is appropriate, the manuscript could benefit from clearer explanations in a few places, for instance, providing more detail on how AI tools were applied across different content types and clarifying whether observed improvements were statistically significant in all cases. Also, the small sample size and self-reported data introduce limitations that should be more explicitly addressed when discussing the generalizability of findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, but a few well-targeted academic sources could enhance the manuscript’s scholarly grounding.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English requires improvement for scholarly communication. There are issues with grammar, word choice, and sentence clarity that occasionally affect readability. A professional language edit is recommended to enhance clarity, tone, and overall quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic at the intersection of artificial intelligence and micro-influencer marketing. The mixed-methods approach is well-conceived, and the findings offer practical value for both academic and industry audiences. With revisions to improve language quality, tighten the abstract, and enhance the discussion of limitations, the paper has strong potential for publication and impact in the field of digital marketing and AI integration.
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