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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.


	This paper addresses an emerging and timely issue in public health—the growing engagement of elderly adults with online health information. As digital health resources become integral to health systems, understanding how older adults navigate, interpret, and apply online information is essential for designing effective literacy and safety interventions. By focusing on Filipino seniors in a provincial context, this study contributes valuable local evidence to a global discourse often dominated by Western data. The findings hold practical importance for health educators, policymakers, and clinicians aiming to enhance safe and equitable digital health engagement among aging populations.
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	Yes. The current title is concise, descriptive, and directly reflects the content and study focus.

No modification is necessary.


	

	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 manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The qualitative approach, sampling through saturation, and use of Lincoln and Guba’s framework for trustworthiness are well justified. Analysis procedures are transparent and thematically coherent. Discussion connects local findings to existing international literature in a balanced and contextualized manner.

Minor methodological clarifications (e.g., number of interviews conducted and participants’ sociodemographic breakdown) could enhance replicability, but the overall scientific consistency is strong.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Minor methodological clarifications (e.g., number of interviews conducted and participants’ sociodemographic breakdown) could enhance replicability, but the overall scientific consistency is strong.
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	Yes. The reference list includes a rich mix of international and Philippine-based sources, with several recent citations (2019–2023). Sources encompass both empirical studies and theoretical frameworks relevant to digital health and health literacy.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is clearly written, coherent, and uses professional academic English throughout.

Minor stylistic revision (e.g., sentence tightening in the Results section) may enhance readability
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	The paper would benefit from a short paragraph in the Discussion linking the findings to existing eHealth strategic initiatives in the Philippines or the WHO Digital Health Framework.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No conflicts of interest are identified or suspected.
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	No plagiarism or textual overlap was detected
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