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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.

	1. This manuscript contributes to the ongoing scholarly discussion on how social media shapes both individual behavior and business practices.
2. The inclusion of survey data from diverse age groups enriches current literature by highlighting user experiences during a period of rapid digital acceleration, particularly in the post-pandemic environment.
3. provides empirical insights that are valuable for researchers in digital sociology, business studies, and media psychology.
	

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

	Partially suitable.

Social Media Usage, Perceptions, and Business Implications: A Mixed-Methods Study Based on Survey Data
	

	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.

	
1. No , the abstract is not comprehensive enough.
2. I recommend adding specific results from the survey  and including a clear purpose statement, methodological details, and main implications.
3.  Unnecessary background information should be removed to improve clarity and academic relevance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	No ,the manuscript is not scientifically correct.
It has multiple methodological, analytical, and conceptual flaws that need major correction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	1. The current reference list is insufficient, outdated, and repetitive. It must be revised extensively.
 2. I strongly recommend adding recent peer-reviewed sources (post-2018), removing duplicates, replacing weak sources, and incorporating foundational theoretical frameworks. 
3. Strengthening the reference base will significantly improve the scientific credibility and contemporary relevance of the manuscript.
	

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

	The English language quality is not yet adequate for scholarly communication. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	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)
no
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