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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 book chapter makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by extending the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) to the underexplored domain of Instagram nano-influencers, especially among Gen Z consumers in a developing country context. By focusing on nano-influencers—a rapidly growing yet academically neglected category—the study provides fresh insights into how apparent ease of use and perceived usefulness shape purchase intention in recent digital ecosystems. The topic also offers valuable empirical evidence on how Instagram usage patterns and demographic characteristics influence Gen Z purchasing behaviour, addressing clear methodological and contextual gaps in existing literature. Consequently, this work enriches theoretical thought of influencer marketing while offering practical guidance to marketers looking for more effective, data-driven strategies for engaging young digital audiences.

	

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

	Yes good , same title can use. 
	

	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.

	Instead of many terms like Gen Z, a more understandable manner may they can write, many terms are used in abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The study is scientifically sound, using an established framework (TAM), reinforced by relevant literature, and based on a clear measurable design. The concepts and methods are appropriate, and the findings are logically interpreted. Overall, it meets the measures of scientific accuracy and coherence.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, many references have already been included. It is good to see that this manuscript is supported by such a substantial number of relevant sources from different areas.

	

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

	The language quality of the article are normally appropriate for use in scholarly discourse, although the clarity and some parts of it may be made more better.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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