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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on data literacy gaps among youth leaders in a developing-country context, highlighting the disconnect between conceptual awareness and technical proficiency in local governance. By assessing ten specific dimensions of data literacy through a validated instrument, it offers a replicable framework for similar studies in underrepresented regions, contributing to the global discourse on data-driven decision-making in public administration. Furthermore, its policy-oriented recommendations for capacity-building directly inform educational interventions, bridging research on data literacy with practical youth empowerment and sustainable community development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable, as it concisely captures the focus on data literacy skills, the target population (SK youth council leaders), and the case study location (Balingasag, Misamis Oriental), while aligning with academic conventions for specificity.
	

	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 comprehensive in summarizing the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications, but it could be improved by adding a brief mention of the sample size (73 participants) and the overall data literacy level (e.g., strengths in ethics/integration, weaknesses in technical acquisition/analysis) to enhance clarity and quantitative context. Additionally, delete the redundant "Keywords" line if it is not followed by actual keywords, or explicitly list 4-5 terms (e.g., Data Literacy, Sangguniang Kabataan, Youth Governance, Philippines, Evidence-Based Decision-Making) for better indexing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, employing a robust descriptive design, purposive sampling with Slovin's formula, a validated adapted instrument, appropriate Likert-scale scoring, and descriptive statistics and the results logically align with the data presented across tables, and discussions are well-supported by cited literature without overgeneralization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient (over 30 sources) and mostly recent (majority from 2020-2025, with foundational works from 2016-2021), providing a balanced mix of global and Philippine-specific studies; however, to strengthen the technical dimensions, consider adding Wolff et al. (2016) on data literacy frameworks in education ("Data Literacy: In Search of a Vocabulary," Journal of Documentation) and Ridsdale et al. (2015) on core competencies ("Strategies and Best Practices for Data Literacy Education," Dalhousie University report) for broader conceptual grounding.
	

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


	The language/English quality is generally suitable for scholarly communications, with clear structure and formal tone, though minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., "DataEthicization" as one word, awkward phrasing like "whomet" instead of "who met," and repetitive transitions) and typographical errors (e.g., table notes cut off, inconsistent capitalization) slightly detract from polish; these can be resolved with proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Optional/General comments: The study effectively identifies actionable gaps in youth leaders' data skills but could benefit from including inferential statistics (e.g., ANOVA for demographic differences) in future expansions to enhance analytical depth.
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