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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 as it offers a structured literature review on price elasticity and consumer spending behaviour in the Philippines, a region with unique economic characteristics. Understanding how price changes impact consumer spending is crucial for policymakers and businesses operating in emerging markets. By synthesising existing research, this paper provides valuable insights into the behavioural patterns of consumers in the Philippines, which could inform both local and global strategies. Furthermore, the findings contribute to the broader body of economic literature on price elasticity, offering a region-specific perspective that may be underexplored in existing studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Price Elasticity and Consumer Spending Behaviour in the Philippines: A Structured Literature Review" is generally suitable, as it clearly indicates the focus of the paper and the methodology (a structured literature review). However, it could be made more specific if the paper emphasizes certain aspects of price elasticity or consumer behavior in a particular context (e.g., a certain sector or time period).
	

	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.


	To provide a comprehensive review of the abstract, I would need to read the exact content of the abstract. However, I can offer some general suggestions based on the typical structure and content for an abstract of a structured literature review:1. Introduction/Background: A brief mention of the importance of understanding price elasticity and consumer behavior in the Philippines. This should set the stage for why the review is needed. 2. Objective: A clear statement of the paper's purpose (e.g., to synthesize existing research on price elasticity and consumer behavior in the context of the Philippines). 3. Methodology: Briefly mention the structured literature review approach and any criteria for selecting the reviewed studies.4.Key Findings: Highlight any significant trends, patterns, or gaps identified in the literature. For example, if there are common themes regarding consumer sensitivity to price changes or notable economic factors affecting behavior.5. Conclusion/Implications: Summarize the implications of the findings for both academic research and practical application (e.g., for policymakers or businesses).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct as it aims to provide a structured literature review on price elasticity and consumer spending behaviour in the Philippines. If it accurately synthesizes relevant, up-to-date studies and applies economic concepts correctly, while maintaining methodological rigour, the manuscript should be scientifically valid. However, the findings must be based on sound evidence, with clear connections between the reviewed studies and the conclusions drawn. Any gaps in the literature or misinterpretation of key concepts could affect the scientific integrity of the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Without access to the reference list, I can suggest that the references should be both recent and comprehensive. They should primarily focus on studies published within the last 5-10 years, particularly those relevant to price elasticity and consumer spending behavior in the Philippines or similar emerging markets. Key studies on behavioral economics, as well as research specific to the Southeast Asian context, would strengthen the manuscript. If any seminal works or recent studies are missing, including them would improve the manuscript’s scholarly depth. It is important to ensure the references reflect the latest trends and developments in the field.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article should be clear, formal, and precise to meet scholarly standards. It should avoid colloquial expressions and ensure that complex concepts are explained in a concise and understandable manner. If the manuscript is free from grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, or unclear sentences, it will be suitable for scholarly communication. However, if there are issues such as frequent spelling mistakes, poor sentence structure, or overly complex wording, these should be addressed to improve readability and ensure it meets the expectations of an academic audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from ensuring a clear and logical structure, with distinct sections and headings that guide the reader through the review. If the paper discusses practical implications, such as policy recommendations or business strategies, these should be clearly stated to highlight their relevance for stakeholders in the Philippines. Additionally, identifying gaps in the literature and suggesting directions for future research would add value to the paper. Finally, ensuring that the manuscript adheres to the journal’s formatting and citation guidelines is crucial for maintaining scholarly professionalism.
The manuscript is generally well-structured and addresses an important topic. However, a few improvements could be made in terms of clarity, language quality, and perhaps updating or adding more recent references. Minor revisions could include refining the abstract, improving the flow of certain sections, and ensuring all findings are adequately supported by recent and relevant studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Ensure there are no ethical concerns in the methodology, especially if primary data collection was involved. The paper should also provide transparency regarding any potential conflicts of interest or funding sources.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NO
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	 “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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