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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 addresses a timely and significant topic with potential implications for both academia and policy-making. It offers valuable insights that can guide future studies and practical applications in the field. The findings contribute to closing existing knowledge gaps and provide a foundation for developing more effective strategies and interventions. Overall, this work enriches the scientific literature and offers relevant information for researchers, practitioners, and decision-makers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat suitable but could be clearer and more concise. I suggest the following alternative:

"Digital Cultural Communicators in TikTok Live Commerce: Enhancing Microenterprise Sustainability"


	

	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 as it clearly explains the study’s focus, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, a few suggestions could improve clarity and impact:

1. Add a brief mention of the significance or implications of the findings for micro and small businesses to highlight the study’s contribution.

2. Clarify the scope and scale—for example, specify the region or target audience if applicable.

3. The phrase “digital society” could be briefly explained or replaced with a more specific term.

4. Consider tightening the language to make it more concise—for example, “individuals act as active subjects” could be simplified.

Overall, the abstract is clear but could be slightly refined to emphasize the study’s relevance and outcomes more strongly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	Based on the provided abstract and information, the manuscript appears scientifically correct in its approach and reasoning. The study uses an appropriate qualitative method (observation of live sessions) to analyze communication strategies on TikTok live commerce. The connection between digital communication, audience engagement, and microeconomic sustainability is logically established.

However, a full assessment would require reviewing the complete methodology, data analysis, and discussion sections to ensure rigor, validity, and reliability of findings. From the available summary, the scientific basis seems sound, but clarity on sample size, data collection procedures, and analytical frameworks would strengthen the scientific robustness.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.


	Since the full list of references is not provided here, I cannot definitively assess their sufficiency or recency. However, for a study focusing on TikTok live commerce, digital communication, and MSMEs, it is important that references include recent (last 3-5 years) scholarly works on:

· Social media marketing and live commerce trends

· Digital communication theories related to interactive platforms

· The role of micro and small enterprises in digital economies

· Studies specifically related to TikTok or comparable platforms like Instagram Live, Facebook Live

If the manuscript does not include such recent and relevant sources, I recommend adding up-to-date journal articles and industry reports from fields such as digital marketing, communication studies, and e-commerce.

Some suggestions to consider:

· Wang, X., Yu, C., & Fesenmaier, D. R. (2021). "Live streaming commerce in social media: A review and research agenda." Journal of Retailing and Consumer Services
· Zhu, L., & Chang, J. (2020). "How social commerce influences consumers’ online purchase intentions." International Journal of Information Management
· Recent reports on TikTok’s growth and influence in e-commerce from credible sources such as Statista or McKinsey

Including such references would help ground the manuscript in current academic and practical contexts.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally clear and understandable for scholarly communication. However, there are some areas where sentence structure and word choice could be improved for greater clarity, formality, and fluency typical of academic writing. A careful proofreading to correct minor grammatical errors, improve coherence, and enhance academic tone would strengthen the manuscript’s overall quality.

I recommend the author consider professional language editing or using advanced grammar tools to polish the text before final submission.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic by exploring the role of digital communicators in TikTok live commerce, which is an emerging area of interest in digital marketing and social media studies. The focus on MSMEs adds practical value by highlighting how small businesses can leverage live commerce for economic sustainability. However, expanding the discussion on the theoretical framework and including more diverse case studies or data sources could enhance the depth and generalizability of the findings. Overall, the study provides useful insights but would benefit from improvements in clarity and elaboration of key concepts.
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