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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 (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 study is significant as it highlights sustainability initiatives in rural hospitality enterprises, a relatively underexplored area in tourism research. By examining practices in a newly designated UNESCO biosphere reserve, the paper contributes to discussions on how micro and small enterprises in peripheral regions engage with sustainability. It can inform both local policy and international comparative studies in sustainable hospitality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and relevant. A possible refinement: “Sustainable Hospitality Practices of Food and Lodging Establishments in Conner, Apayao, Philippines”.
	

	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 does not follow the conventional flow of a research paper. At present, it is overly descriptive, with too much emphasis on mean scores and less on the broader academic contribution. For publication, the abstract should be restructured to include:

· A brief background and problem statement.

· The main aim and objectives of the study.

· A short description of the methodology.

· Key findings presented concisely (without detailed statistics).

· The main contribution of the study to scholarship and practice.

This restructuring will improve clarity and align the abstract with international journal standards
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically relevant but the manuscript requires substantial revision before it can be considered for publication. Below are key points to address:

1. Conceptual Framing

· The main aim and objectives of the study are not clear.
· The literature review is descriptive and lacks a guiding conceptual framework. 

· Several references are listed but not critically synthesized. Please engage more deeply with international studies, especially those focusing on rural or small-scale hospitality enterprises.

2. Methodological Clarity

· The methodology claims a mixed-methods approach, but no qualitative data are presented. If the study is survey-based only, please revise accordingly.

· Clarify the sampling method: were the 30 establishments the total population or a purposive sample? How many employees and customers responded to the survey? This is critical for assessing representativeness.

· The statistical analysis is limited to descriptive measures (means, percentages) and some basic inferential tests (t-tests, ANOVA). Consider whether deeper analysis (e.g., regression, factor analysis) could enrich the findings.

3. Results and Discussion

· Many results are restated from tables without critical interpretation. Please go beyond reporting to analyze why certain practices are more prevalent and how these compare with findings in other contexts.

· Some contradictions need clarification. For example, establishments score very high on waste management practices, yet single-use plastics remain a challenge. Please reconcile these inconsistencies.

· The significant differences found between hotels and restaurants (Table 10) should be discussed in greater depth. Why might business type influence sustainability practices more than years of operation or staff size?

4. Writing and Presentation

· Table 1 (respondent profile) is repeated twice and should be corrected.

· The writing occasionally shifts to a promotional tone (e.g., “This research is both timely and essential”), which should be replaced with neutral academic language.

· Ensure consistency and completeness in references (e.g., Butler, 2017 currently has a placeholder DOI).

5. Contribution and Limitations

·  Is it the rural biosphere context, the focus on micro-enterprises, or the dual employee-customer perspective?

· Explicitly state the limitations (small sample size, reliance on self-reports, lack of qualitative depth, limited generalizability).

· Suggest areas for future research, such as longitudinal tracking of sustainability practices or comparative studies with other rural regions.

In summary, this is a promising manuscript with practical value, strengthening the theoretical framing, clarifying methodology, and deepening the discussion will significantly enhance its impact.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are sufficient and recent, but some require proper formatting (e.g., Butler, 2017). More critical integration of international studies on rural sustainable hospitality is recommended.
	

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


	The language quality is generally understandable, but at times repetitive and advocacy-toned. Needs tightening for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an under-researched context (a rural biosphere reserve in the Philippines). However, it currently lacks the conceptual rigor and methodological robustness expected in a high-quality international tourism or hospitality journal.

The study is based on a small sample (30 establishments) and relies heavily on self-reported Likert-scale data, which results in inflated mean scores (e.g., most variables are rated “Always”). Without critical interpretation, the findings risk appearing superficial.

If the authors are able to strengthen the theoretical framework, clarify methodology, and deepen the analysis, the paper could make a valuable contribution by highlighting sustainability practices in micro and small hospitality enterprises in peripheral destinations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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