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	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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by exploring digital marketing strategies for MSMEs in Papua, a region that is often underrepresented in academic research. By highlighting the challenges of limited infrastructure, low digital literacy, and cultural barriers, the study expands current knowledge beyond urban or well-connected areas, offering a more inclusive perspective on digital transformation. The findings not only add empirical evidence to theories of innovation adoption and digital ecosystem development but also contextualize them within unique socio-cultural settings. Importantly, the paper provides insights into how global digital tools can be adapted to local contexts, which is valuable for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners seeking to design more equitable and culturally sensitive digitalization strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Marketing Strategies on Facing the Digital Era in Papua”, is relevant but slightly awkward in phrasing and could be made clearer for scholarly communication. It does not fully capture the focus on MSMEs and digitalization challenges/opportunities.

Here are some improved alternatives:

1. “Digital Marketing Strategies for MSMEs in Papua: Opportunities and Challenges in the Digital Era”

2. “Adopting Digital Marketing in Papua: Strategies and Barriers for MSMEs”


	

	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 of the article is clear and provides a good overview of the study’s aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. It highlights the focus on MSMEs in Papua and identifies key challenges such as limited infrastructure and low digital literacy. However, there are some areas for improvement.

Suggestions:

1. The “Place” of research (Jayapura City and Mimika Regency) could be shortened or removed from the abstract, as it is more suitable for the methodology section.

2. The abstract could benefit from a brief statement about the theoretical contribution (e.g., linking findings to innovation adoption theory or digital ecosystem frameworks).

3. While challenges and initiatives are mentioned, a stronger practical implication should be included—such as how policymakers, NGOs, or MSME stakeholders can apply the findings.

4. Minor rephrasing for conciseness would improve readability, as some sentences are long and descriptive.

Overall, the abstract is fairly comprehensive, but it can be strengthened by balancing context with theoretical and practical contributions.


	

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

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

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and conveys the key ideas effectively. However, the English quality requires improvement to fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for clarity, while certain phrases (e.g., “Marketing Strategies on Facing the Digital Era”) are awkwardly structured. There are also occasional grammatical issues and repetitive expressions that affect the academic tone. A professional language edit or copyediting would enhance fluency, coherence, and readability, ensuring the paper aligns with international scholarly standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic by examining digital marketing strategies for MSMEs in Papua, a region that is rarely studied in the context of digitalization. The qualitative approach provides valuable insights into the challenges and opportunities faced by local entrepreneurs, and the linkage with established theories such as Rogers’ innovation adoption and the digital ecosystem model strengthens the academic value of the work. However, the paper would benefit from clearer structuring in some sections, as certain parts of the introduction and discussion are repetitive. Strengthening the abstract and conclusion with more explicit references to the theoretical contribution and policy implications would enhance its scholarly impact. Additionally, polishing the English expression and ensuring consistency in referencing style are recommended to improve readability. Overall, the study makes an important contribution to inclusive digital transformation literature and offers practical recommendations for policymakers, universities, and NGOs in Papua.
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