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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 addresses a highly relevant and timely public health issue: the persistence of adolescent smoking and vaping despite high awareness of health risks. It provides a comprehensive synthesis of global and Philippine-specific evidence, emphasizing the paradox of awareness without behavioral change. The work is important for policymakers, educators, and health professionals as it highlights the limits of knowledge-based interventions and the need for systemic reforms. Its comparative approach strengthens the relevance for the international scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, engaging, and appropriately reflects the scope and focus of the paper. It captures both the global paradox and the unique Philippine distinction.

No changes are necessary.
	

	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 is well-structured, concise, and informative. It clearly outlines the paradox, summarizes global and Philippine findings, and presents policy implications.

One suggestion: the abstract could briefly mention the methodological approach (i.e., narrative commentary/review) to guide readers’ expectations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It synthesizes evidence from multiple recent studies (2020–2025) and frames the discussion within established adolescent development theories and public health literature. Arguments are coherent and supported by empirical data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are abundant, relevant, and updated (mostly from 2020–2025). The paper effectively integrates global and local (Philippine) sources.

A minor suggestion: consider citing more Southeast Asian comparative studies (e.g., Indonesia, Malaysia) to broaden the regional perspective.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, scholarly, and well-polished. The flow of arguments is logical, and technical terms are used appropriately.

Only minor stylistic edits (e.g., to streamline some long sentences) may further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript is well-organized and makes a valuable contribution as a commentary.

2. Figures and tables are clear, relevant, and appropriately cited.

3. The section on the Philippine case is particularly strong, though it may benefit from more discussion of policy enforcement challenges at the community level.
The manuscript is strong, timely, and well-prepared. Only minor improvements are suggested (clarifying methodological framing in the abstract, adding some Southeast Asian comparative perspectives, and small stylistic refinements).
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