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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.

	This manuscript makes a significant contribution by empirically testing the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) within the context of Instagram fashion advertising, specifically focusing on the under-researched Gen Y cohort in a developing African nation (South Africa). The findings validate the core relationships of TAM (PEOU→PU, PU→PI) and provide novel insights into how behavioral usage variables (frequency, duration, experience) significantly influence purchase intention. This research is valuable for extending social media marketing theory beyond Western contexts and offers practical strategies for fashion brands targeting young consumers in emerging markets.
	

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

	The title is highly suitable, comprehensive, and academically appropriate. 
	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive. To further strengthen it, consider briefly specifying the geographical context (South Africa) in the abstract to immediately highlight its unique contribution. Additionally, a concise mention of the key finding regarding usage variables (e.g., that less experienced, frequent users showed higher PI) would provide a more complete overview of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. It employs a sound positivist, quantitative methodology with appropriate statistical analyses (CFA, regression, GLM). The hypotheses are well-grounded in the literature, and the conclusions are logically derived from the data. The use of validated scales and reporting of reliability/validity metrics (AVE, CR, Cronbach's α) further reinforces its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are highly relevant and sufficient to support the study's background and discussion.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor grammatical errors and occasional awkward phrasings.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
- The sample, while adequate in size, is drawn from a single university residence, which may limit generalizability. This is appropriately acknowledged in the limitations section.
- The discussion effectively contextualizes the findings within the existing literature.
- The paper successfully balances theoretical contribution with practical recommendations.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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