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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.


	The authors have done a good, solid job in attempting to map the intellectual landscape of Consumer Altruism. This is a highly commendable effort, especially considering the growing importance of ethical consumption and ESG issues in the global context, and the paper is very timely. The methodology (bibliometric analysis using Scopus, VOSviewer, and Biblioshiny) is appropriate and robust for this kind of study. However, I feel the paper has tremendous potential to move from being merely a descriptive analysis to an insightful and prescriptive one. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The present title is highly suitable quite robust.
	

	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 is quite comprehensive in covering the essential parts: motivation, method, findings, and contribution. It gives a clear picture of what the paper is about. The methodology part in particular is strong, listing the software and techniques used. However, to make the abstract truly compelling I suggest adding a few high-value pieces of information and slightly refining the findings section. Currently, the findings are a bit too general, and needs to give the reader the main intellectual takeaway upfront.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its approach and execution, but needs to strengthen the connection between the data and the theoretical discussion to be considered fully robust and ready for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the corpus of analyzed papers is appropriate, the authors must ensure that the few papers used in the Introduction and Discussion to frame the arguments are very recent (ideally within the last 2-3 years) and include all foundational theoretical works necessary to establish the context of Consumer Altruism. 


	

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


	The manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication but requires a to be proofread to remove minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and improve the flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No evident ethical issues
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