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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.


	This manuscript is important for the tourism industry, as it helps to understand local tourists' preferences to boost tourism through social media. The findings may help to develop policies to understand the perception and attitude of the local tourists. Overall, the manuscript enhances understanding of how digital engagement drives tourism perception.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript, but the location is missing in the title. 
Suggested alternative titles.
· Influence of Social Media Advertising on Local Tourist Preferences in Cateel, Davao Oriental.

· Social Media Advertising and Local Tourist Behavior: Evidence from Cateel Tourism Sector.


	

	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 generally comprehensive, clearly summarising the purpose, methodology, sample size, key findings, and implications. However, a few improvements may enhance its clarity and academic tone:

Suggestions:

1) Add the specific statistical results (e.g., correlation strength, significance levels, or R² value) to strengthen the scientific rigour.

2) Remove descriptive phrases such as “well-designed, visually engaging advertisements” and keep the tone more objective.
3) Consider shortening the background statements and focusing more on practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
Some suggestions:
1) Some points are repeated multiple times; you can avoid the repetition.

2) The manuscript showed high mean scores (4.0+), an acknowledgement of possible ceiling effect.

3) Tables are extensive; consider summarising or interpreting them more concisely.

4) Post hoc tables are too lengthy; you can consider showing only significant results.

5) Age groups have many categories; you can try to minimise the categorization.

6) Conclusion should be written in one or two paragraphs, not in pointers.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No suggestion, section is well written.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and communicates the results clearly. However:

· Strengths: Academic tone is maintained.

· Grammar is mostly correct.

· Statistical descriptions are clear.

Areas for improvement:

· The manuscript is overly long and repetitive, especially in the Results and Discussion section.

· Some sentences are verbose or contain redundant phrases.

· Paragraphs referencing theories in every sub-section make the text feel repetitive; consider summarizing theoretical explanations.

· Minor grammatical and stylistic polishing would improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor to Moderate Revisions Required. Mainly in language refinement, removal of redundancies, tightening of the abstract, conclusion, and shortening of the post hoc tables.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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