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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 paper offers qualitative insight into the experiential basis of social-media privacy threats amongst undergraduate students as a contribution to survey-dominating privacy scholarship. A descriptive phenomenological emphasis allows for a focus on lived-through life while offering practitioner-friendly themes (privacy threats, emotional/academic effects, coping), applicable immediately for student-affairs policy practitioners as well as educators. The relatively poorly represented city-level Philippine case study (Digos) contributes geographic as well as cultural diversity to cross-country digital-literacy- and internet-safety work. Enhanced methodological clarity and shorter abstract make the paper suitable for informing campus internet privacy interventions as well as digital-wellbeing programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Working title: " Social Media and Privacy: Experiences Among College Students in Digos City”
Assessment: Clear and topical; could better signal method and setting.

Suggested title: “Lived Experiences of Social Media Privacy Risks Among College Students in Digos City, Philippines: A Descriptive Phenomenological Study.”
	

	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 indicates the approach (descriptive phenomenology), sample size (n=15), and overarching goals but does not encapsulate the primary analysis approach/2–3 major themes except by mentioning interviews; also not needed is the statement that it "answered three research questions." Consider the following: (1) Summarize 2–3 overriding themes (e.g., unauthorized use, personal exposure, emotional/academic effects, and coping by restricted use/privacy controls); (2) Briefly state the analysis procedure (thematic analysis) and initial trustworthiness step (e.g., bracketing); (3) Include one sentence on campus policy/digital literacy ramifications; (4) Delete meta-statement that you've "answered the research questions" and include actual results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Design & participants: Descriptive phenomenology design and semi-structured interviews of 15 actual students are suitable for the RQs; the paper correctly lists the three RQs. The sampling is snowball, which is fine but needs a short explanation/rationalisation and consideration of possible bias/limit.

Procedures & analysis: The paper outlines bracketing, verbatim transcript and thematic analysis (Clarke & Braun cited), suitable for the design; contain explanation of coder's tasks, verification of theme and saturation for enhancing credibility/dependability.

Findings: The results are organized by theme (privacy issues; personal exposure; emotional/social effects; academic failure; strategies of coping) and supplemented by participant quotes, which facilitates confirmability. Consider condensing tables that at present direct readers to the discussion for exemplars—insert 1–2 snippets of quotes per subtheme within tables or as captions for figures.

Verdict: Methodologically robust for a qualitative paper of phenomenology, with minor but fixable shortcomings in methodological reportage (sampling rationale, saturation, coding/validation detail).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction mixes older/grey sources (e.g., 2012–2019 items and news reports) with more recent literature, while the results/discussion sections cite a broader range. To meet journal expectations, reduce reliance on news items in the introduction and add 2021–2025 peer-reviewed studies on: (a) student privacy literacy and coping, (b) image-based abuse/deepfakes, and (c) APCO/privacy-paradox updates in the social-media era. Keep the numbered citation order consistent.
	

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


	Usually readable and professional but sometimes problems of grammar/tense, very long sentences, and minor problems of typographical/capitalization consistency. Filipino/Cebuano quotations acceptable with translations provided; be consistent with formatting of translations and lightly/moderately copy-edit the manuscript before final.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract: combine theme + implications (as above)

Methods: How saturation was decided; briefly defend against snowball sampling.

Tables: contain brief exemplar quotes by subtheme for self-contained tables.
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