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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 manuscript is important because it summarizes what is known about how people in the Philippines change their spending when prices change. It helps researchers and policymakers understand how different households respond to higher prices, especially for food and taxed products. The paper also shows where existing studies agree and where more research is still needed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It reflects the focus of the paper which is price elasticity and consumer spending behaviour in the Philippines, and it corresponds to the review-based approach used in the study. 
Not necessary though, but just to tighten it, the title could be:

“Price Elasticity and Household Consumption Responses in the Philippines: A Structured Literature Review.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear and covers the main points of the paper. It explains why the topic is important. A small improvement would be to simplify some technical language and clearly state the main role of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The ideas are explained in a clear manner. The discussion is also based on well-known economic theory and studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Minor Revision

The manuscript is well structured and relevant to the field of study. Only small improvements in clarity and presentation are needed for publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are observed
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No signs of plagiarism are observed.
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