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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 study is relevant for the sustainable hospitality agenda in rural areas/biospheres, with policy implications for local governments and industry players. The baseline findings of green practices (energy, water, waste, and sustainable purchasing) can be a reference for improving operational standards in small-medium hotels/restaurants. The context of Conner, Apayao—as an environmentally sensitive area—adds value to its geographical and practical usefulness for the sustainable tourism sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite representative. Minor improvement options: "Sustainable Hospitality Practices among Food and Lodging Establishments in Conner, Apayao (Philippines): A Descriptive–Comparative Survey" to confirm the country's methods and locations.
	

	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.


	It is necessary to clarify: (i) unit of analysis (individual vs. establishment), (ii) sample size per group (employee vs. customer, hotel vs. restaurant), (iii) source of instrument and summary reliability/validity, (iv) key statistics (e.g. mean, lowest/highest with SD or CI), and (v) analytical decision (t/ANOVA test + effect size). Please avoid "mixed-methods" claims when there is no qualitative component.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are still methodological gaps that need to be fixed:
1. Mixed-methods claims are not realized (no qualitative procedures/results).
2. Instruments are not described (items, sources, adaptations) and have not been reported for reliability (alpha/omega) and validity (EFA/CFA/AVE/HTMT).
3. Comparative analysis (t-test/ANOVA) has not reported assumptions, mean±SD per group, effect size (Cohen's d/η²), and post-hoc when multi-group.
4. There is a narrative contradiction between the very high category of "sustainable building materials" vs. the low "sustainable furniture/décor"—a consistent definition and explanation is needed.
With the above improvements, scientific accuracy will be greatly strengthened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need a thorough audit: equate all citations-in-text with bibliography, complete official DOIs/URLs, correct author/journal misspellings, and add the last 5 years of literature on green hotels/green restaurants, sustainable procurement, and waste/energy management in MSME hospitality. Avoid non-scientific sources except for official policy/statistical data.
However, some reference entries appear invalid.
	

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


	It is understandable, but it needs copy-editing (consistency of capitalization of sub-headings, technical terms, grammar, and table/number format). Abbreviations (e.g. "DI") must be defined when it first appears; explicitly state the Likert scale and anchors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Affirm the research objectives/questions at the end of the introduction.
Add the availability statement data and (if possible) the instrument attachment.
Report limitations (social dissociability bias, ceiling effect, sample coverage) and direction of further research.
Harmonize the entire table (heading, bottom note, decimal formatting) and eliminate duplication.
The practical contribution and geographical context are strong, but substantial revisions are required to the methodology (definition of the unit of analysis, validation/reliability of the instrument), statistical reporting (assumptions, mean±SD, effect size, post-hoc), consistency of the narrative–table, and references.
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