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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.


	The manuscript provides a timely annd contextually relevant assesment of resident’s attitudes toward tourism development in Caramoan, Philippines. By Applying Doxey’s Irritation Index in combination with Butler’s Tourism Area Life Cycle (TALC) framework, it situates the destination within a stage-based odel of tourism evolution. This integration contributes to understanding how local communities perceive tourism pressure and benefit distribution in developing island destinations. The finding are valueble for tourism planners and local governments seeking to balance economics gains with social and enviromental sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title accurately reflects the theoritical framework and goegraphical focus of the study. It effectively signals the application of Doxey’s model and the localized nature of the research. However, the term “irritation” may sound overly negative given that most residents remain in the Apathy or Eurphoria stage. A slightly broader alternative such as “Residents’ attitudes and Irritation stages toward Tourism Development in Caramoan, Philippines’ could better capture the spectrum of community sentiment.
	

	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 clearly outlines the study’s purpose, framework and key result, but it could be strengthended by including methodological specifics such as the sample size, sampling design, and type of analysis. The final paragraph may also benefit from a more focused statement of implications—particularly how community-based tourism initiatives can operationalize the recommendations. Keyword are relevant and aligned with the core themes of the paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall design—a quantitative descpritive approach complemented by limited qualitative insights—is appropriate for the study’s exploratory purpose. The theoritical grounding in Doxey’s and Butler’s models is sound. Nevertheless, the manuscript would benefit from the following improvements:
· Incluce a reliability test (e.g, Cronbach’s alpha) for the survey instrument.

· Discuss potential sampling bias since all respondents came from a limited set of barangays.

· Strengthen the analysis with inferential statistics (e.g. t-test or ANOVA) to determine  whether attitudes vary across demographic or occupational groups.

· Clarify how ‘dominant stage’ was determined statistically rather than descriptively.

These refinement would elevate the study’s rigor and enhance its academic contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally well curated, combining foundational works (Doxey, 1975; Butler, 1980) with recent studies (Garau-Vadell et al, 2019; Gursoy et al, 2019; Lai & Hitchcock, 2017). These are minor issues cuch as duplicated citations (e.g. Vargas-Sanchez et al. 2015) and inconsistent formatting. Adding two or three recent (2020-205) articels or resident perceptions or overtourism in island destination would further strengthen the scholarly grounding.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and coherent English, with a logical flow of ideas and minimal grammatical issues. Minor editing for conciseness and stylistic consistency is recommended (e.g. standardizing ‘materials and methods’ and ensuring consistent capitalization of key terms such as TALC and Irritation Index). The paper would benefit from a final professional language polish prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript present a meaningful case study with strong theoritical and practical policy relevance. However, methodological and analytical sections require further refinement to meet the standards of international publication.
Recommendation: Major Revision—The paper is publishable after improving methodological rigor, refining the discussion, and strengthening reference consistency.

· The manuscipt demostrates strong theoritical grounding and contextual relevance (integration of Doxey’s Irritation Index and Butler’s TALC Model).

· The discussion is comprehensive and well-linked to prior literature, with clear practical implications for tourism management.

· However, methodological limitations (e.g. lack of reliability testing, absence of inferential statistics, and restricted sample coverage) lower its empirical robustness

· Minor languade and referencing issues also need improvement before publication readliness.
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