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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The presented work is multidisciplinary work of subjects political science, marketing, and data analytics.
The work introduces a novel scale “Political Marketing Candidate Attribute Scale (PMCAS)” and validates it across four national samples. The work bridges the gap in understanding how specific candidate attributes shape voter preferences. 
The multi-phase quantitative analysis provides robust insights into the influence of visual, demographic, and ideological factors on electoral outcomes. 
Given the increasing role of predictive analytics and social media in shaping public opinion, this study adds valuable empirical depth and methodological rigor that can inform future electoral studies and campaign strategies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable for the article
	

	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 comprehensive with research purpose, methodology, and key findings.   Specify the total sample size across all four surveys.   Clarify the significance of visual candidate attributes early on.   Reduce repetition of “the researchers” and passive phrasing.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct with EFA, CFA, SEM, and regression modeling. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes the references are sufficient but few references which uses AI ML for Political analysis like 
	

	Khatavkar, Vaibhav, Sneha Petkar, and Archana S. Vaidya. "Multilingual Transformer Contextual Embedding Model for Political Tweets Analysis." Cureus Journals 2.1 (2025).
Kruikemeier, S. (2014). How political candidates use Twitter and the impact on votes. Computers in Human Behavior, 34, 131–139. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2014.01.025

	
	



	

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

	
The language is clear and comprehensive but can be improved by removing repetititve words, checking subject verb agreement, and sentence structure 

	

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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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