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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	The revised paper has improved meaningfully against the earlier version. The author/s have carefully addressed the major conceptual mismatch found in the previous version of the paper before it’s revision by reframing the third objective as respondents’ perceived effect of social media platforms on poultry egg sales. This improvement I believe is a necessary and important correction because the earlier review specifically identified the mismatch between claimed “effect” and perception-based Likert data as the manuscript’s most serious weakness.

It looks like the regression section has also improved by the author/s. The revised paper now provides clearer variable definitions. It now interprets the gender dummy variable more appropriately. It also added diagnostic tests such as VIF, Breusch–Pagan, and Ramsey RESET tests. These revisions strengthen the statistical presentation and make the paper more defensible than the previous form of the paper.

However, the manuscript is still not fully publication-ready. It is so because The Willingness-to-Exploit index remained insufficiently justified due to the assigned weights for perceived usefulness, ease of use, network availability, cost of usage, and knowledge of platform are not strongly defended theoretically or empirically. The paper also is still lacking adequate discussion of instrument validity, reliability, pilot testing, as well as the limitations. The reference base remained uneven. This is evident with the continued reliance on web-based and non-peer-reviewed sources. Also, the foundational technology adoption sources such as TAM, UTAUT, or Diffusion of Innovation are not sufficiently integrated despite the paper’s reliance on technology-adoption logic.

Overall, the revised manuscript is substantially better now in its current form compared to its previous version, but it still requires revision before acceptance. The remaining concerns are not fatal. Although not fatal, they affect methodological transparency, theoretical grounding, and scholarly rigor.
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