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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 study is timely and innovative as it focuses on MPS adoption in a rural landscape.The focus on on Barangay Poblacion, Cateel, Davao Oriental is interesting here as it presents a unique emerging context.The data collection is rich and the correlational analysis is also interesting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 research focus is clear. Context of the study is clear.Variables used in the study is also mentioned properly. Research gap is missing.Please consider one sentence to be included on research gap. Theoretical foundation of the study is unclear. Details about sample size, data collection method, and analytical technique used missing. Practical and/or policy implications to be added.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes last five year references have been cited mostly
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider including a conceptual framework linking the six factors , convenience, compatibility, knowledge, ease of use, trust, usefulness) to intention to use.
Clear hypotheses to be mentioned.

Please confirm the sample size…is it 246 and 377 respondents??? This seems confusing.

multiple regression analysis would be better in this study’s context rather than Pearson’s correlation alone
Cronbach’s alpha missing (reliability of each construct). Please consider including a table for that.

stratified random sampling has been used but author failed to provide detailes on strata sizes, selection process.

The findings show that trust has no significant relationship with intention to use. Please provide critical discussion on this as it seems that this is against literature.If properly explained, a valuable contribution can be made to literature.

gender and poverty perspectives should be discussed more in depth and in an analytical way in the discussion.

Proof read to remove typos and minor grammatical mistakes.
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