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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

Clarity and Cohesion: The study provides a clear and well-structured overview of the 
aims, methodology, and results. This clarity aids in understanding the context and 
findings of the research. However, ensuring consistency in terminology and 
descriptions throughout the paper could further enhance coherence. 
 
Methodological Rigor: The utilization of a phenomenological approach for in-depth 
virtual interviews is appropriate for exploring the lived experiences of the Sama-
Dilaut Tribe. This methodology allows for rich narratives and perspectives to be 
captured directly from the participants. However, it would be beneficial to elaborate 
more on the selection criteria for participants and the steps taken to ensure the 
validity and reliability of the data collected. 
 
Thematic Analysis: Thematic analysis is a suitable method for identifying key 
themes from qualitative data. The study appropriately employed this technique to 
extract significant findings regarding the economic activities and livelihood 
improvements of the Sama-Dilaut Tribe. Providing examples or quotations from the 
interviews to support the identified themes could strengthen the credibility of the 
analysis. 
 
Implications and Contribution: The study's findings have important implications for 
understanding the transition of marginalized communities towards entrepreneurship 
and economic empowerment. The conclusion effectively highlights the significance 
of community outreach and extension services in supporting indigenous peoples' 
socio-economic development. However, expanding on the specific policy 
recommendations or interventions that could further support the Sama-Dilaut Tribe 
and similar communities would add depth to the discussion. 
 
Limitations and Future Research: It would be valuable to acknowledge any 
limitations encountered during the research process, such as potential biases or 
constraints related to virtual interviews. Additionally, suggesting avenues for future 
research, such as longitudinal studies to track the long-term impacts of economic 
endeavors on the tribe's livelihood, could provide direction for further inquiry in this 
area. 
 

Overall, the study provides valuable insights into the economic activities and quality of life 
improvements among the Sama-Dilaut Tribe in Davao City. Strengthening the discussion 
with additional detail and addressing potential limitations would enhance the robustness 
and applicability of the research findings. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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