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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a significant research gap by conducting a comparative analysis of procurement practices and local embedders between hotels and Airbnd accommodation. It offers valuable insights into how different ownership models and regulatory frameworks influence economic Leakage and sustainability outcomes in tourist destinations. The proposed conceptual framework and bibliometric approach offer theoretical contributions and practical applications for policymakers seeking to maximize the local economic benefits of tourism. Furthermore, the Hungarian case study lends contemporary relevance by examining the real-world regulatory challenges within the evolving sharing economy landscape. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the study.
Optional alternative suggestion:

 “Sustainable Procurement and local Embeddedness in Tourism Accommodations: A Comparative Bibliometric Review of Hotels and Airbnb Apartments’.
	

	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 and clear, presenting the research problem, the analytical methodology, and the key findings.
The abstract can be enhanced by adding a sentence that clarifies the practical value of the findings in tourism policy or urban planning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, the theoretical foundation for the main concepts is solid, the methodology is appropriate for bibliometric research, and the findings are based on clear analysis. Furthermore, the proposed conceptual framework demonstrates a good understanding of the relationship between procurement and sustainability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, up-to-date, and diverse. 
Suggestion:

Add one more reference to enrich the methodological aspect: - Cooper, C. & Buhalis, D. (Tourism: Principles and Practice). (For theoretical support on the accommodation and tourism marketing sector).
	

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


	The English is very good, clear, formal, and suitable for scientific writing. There are no significant grammatical errors, and a minor proofreading could be done to improve fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is preferable to add a short section outlining the study's limitations.
 The practical aspect can be strengthened by providing specific, actionable policy recommendations.

 The conceptual framework is excellent, and a brief practical example can be added.
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