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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 is valuable to the scientific community because it provides rare empirical evidences on sustainable hospitality practices.  Examine both employee and customer perspective help to highlight the implementation and offers a baseline that can guide future research and sustainable tourism initiatives in rural and protected areas. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title is broadly suitable and clear about scope and locale. But still, it can be more precise, method reflective title like,

Adoption of Green Practices Among Food and Lodging Establishment in Conner Apayao: A Descriptive Survey


	

	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 aim, key practice domains, high level findings are clearly stated.  Need to focus on inconsistency of category means (Section 4), respondent count by group wise, qualitative data presentation is not clear.
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Recheck on Table 02, 04and 05. Some mismatches can be seen in mean values. Need to be recomputed and re interpreted. Likert anchors can be defined for every scales. Briefly report confirmatory internal consistency or factor analysis if constructs are theorized.  
Selection of establishments (census vs. Convenience) is not clear. Though the paper mentioned mixed method only the survey data were reported. 

Table 10 is incomplete and potentially erroneous. 


	

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

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


	Overall readable. But errors such as Grammer and wordings are there.  Consistency of capitalization (Ex:  Manila not “manila”. Better to avoid repetition of words.  (Check on Table 01)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and formatting (Table 01 duplicated)
Reporting: add sample flow

Practical implications

Contextual framing can be improved.

To be publication ready, it needs, corrected category means and fully reported statistics, clear methods,  a consistent treatment o scales and interpretations, and language and formatting Polishness.  
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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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