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	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 is important for the scientific community because it shows how different groups—like the government, community, universities, businesses, and media—can work together to develop sustainable agrotourism. It highlights the real challenges and opportunities in Sembalun District and provides practical strategies that other regions can learn from. By using a mix of research methods and tools like A'WOT and QSPM, it gives a deeper understanding of how collaboration can boost local tourism and the economy. This study also adds to the growing body of knowledge on the PentaHelix model and its role in rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is quite clear and reflects the main theme of the study.
	

	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 already informative and well-structured—it clearly outlines the aims, methods, findings, and recommendations of the study. However, a few refinements can enhance its clarity, flow, and impact for academic readers. Please clarify the methodology and summarize findings more directly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, based on the manuscript,  the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


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