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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.


	This commentary manuscript compellingly elucidates the discrepancy between risk awareness and behavior gap in adolescent smoking and vaping, underpinned developmental psychology and public health theory. It included Philippine-specific data, highlighting regulatory shifts (e.g. Vape Law), social norms, and marketing dynamics that neutralize awareness. This manuscript also offers a panoramic view of trends, influences, and contextual nuances across regions. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript is commentary, so the title better if it’s a provocative or thematic title. 
Suggestion: The titles can be provoking thought (awareness–behavior paradox), challenge norms (why tobacco control fails among young, long-term cost of ignoring teen from nicotine use), or spotlight a neglected issue (Adolescents and tobacco product use and the Regulation). 
	

	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.


	Add phrases like electronic nicotine delivery systems, heated tobacco products, and nicotine pouches. This ensures clarity and aligns with terminology used later in the manuscript.

Mention of policy turbulence in the Philippines, like recent legislative shifts such as the 2022 Vape Law. 

Clarify “structural reforms” such as age restrictions, flavor bans, and enforcement mechanisms.

Phrases like “strikingly high rates” could be replaced with specific figures. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is mostly accurate and based on reliable data with recent studies to support its points and it explains the issue clearly. The ideas are well-organized too. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references in the manuscript draws from recent from 2020–2025 peer-reviewed sources, national surveys, and WHO reports. There are two references of the year 2016 and 2019, respective. Overall, this lends currency and credibility. 

	

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


	The manuscript written in Philippine English, better to check the compatibility with Journal requirement. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript feels like a mix of commentary and mini review. It would help to clearly state whether it's meant to be a commentary, narrative review, or policy analysis.

2. Keywords should be specific, kindly refer MESH/ PUBMED. 

3. A few long sentences in the introduction and conclusion could be split for readability.

4. There are some words are BOLD, unsure is it necessary. kindly recheck and format according to Journal requirement. 

5. The Vape Law’s implications are noted, but could benefit from deeper analysis of enforcement mechanisms, local government roles, and civil society responses. It also lacks empirical data on its post-enactment effects.

6. Consider adding a brief comparison to neighbouring Southeast countries with stricter controls (e.g. Malaysia & Thailand) to highlight policy divergence. 

7. The manuscript stated that household exposure and parental modelling – could further explore cultural norm around smoking (e.g. masculinity, rites of passage) in Filipino contexts. Perhaps, this more to tobacco smoking, but is it same influential intensity for e-cigarette as well?
8. Ensure uniform formatting of references and citations (some URLs are repeated or broken). There is repeated author/ source in citation, consider diversifying sources.
9. Phrase “awareness without change” is catchy but may benefit from more precise academic framing.

10. Consider reducing repetition such as “Despite awareness…” appears frequently. 

11. Use consistent terms for novel products: “ENDS,” “vapes,” “e-cigarettes,” “nicotine pouches.” Define acronyms early and stick to one preferred term per section.

12. The manuscript lack of community-level responses or youth-led initiatives, please consider it, if available.

13. Some odds ratios are mentioned without enough detail. It would help with show the confidence levels (CI). Consider suggesting more statistical clarity.
14. Table 2 title and explanation should be separate; it is better to give a short description of Table 2 than follow with discussion in different sentences.  

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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