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	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 contributes to the growing body of work in digital sociolinguistics by documenting and analyzing a rapidly evolving internet-based lexicon among Filipino youth. The study fills a relevant gap by combining semantic and morphological analysis with digital ethnography, which is infrequently done in local linguistic research. The curated lexical database created through a systematic procedure is potentially useful for future research in lexicography, pragmatics, media studies, and Filipino digital culture. The findings regarding dominant morphological processes offer theoretical value and may serve as a baseline for comparative studies across countries or generations.
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	The abstract is clear, structured, and aligned with IMRAD logic. It successfully states aims, methods, findings, and conclusions. However, it might benefit from (1) explicitly stating the value/implication for future research or teaching, and (2) briefly clarifying the rationale for selecting 70 lexical items.
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	The manuscript is scientifically coherent: the research design, instruments, sampling, and analytical procedures are described and justified..
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