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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.


	These studies aim to identify the potential and attractions, assess the economic benefits for the surrounding community, and analyze the economic feasibility of the Klothok Beach. While its important for the local community. Reviewer suggest author to increase the importance value by using more reference, enriched discussion, comparing to another similar studies, or using literature and theory as a way or framework to present your research. Therefore, author research will much easier to find it places among another research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	While abstract is complete, reviewer suggest many corrections, especially because so many typos, or long and wordy, option that fail to convey main point. The reviewer also suggested that the author take the time to separate each point into different sentences rather than combining them into compound sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is 3 main objectives in this study, while 3rd objectives scientifically correct, in 1st objectives, authors fail to declares its methods and means to reach their objectives resulting inconsistency between introduction, methods and result. While 2nd objectives are much better, because the clarity of data serves and economic benefit argument written there, reviewer suggest authors declared how to reach 2nd objectives in methods or before explanation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent but suggest many addition, to increase impact in scientific community. 
Reviewer suggest for more reference, enriched discussion, comparing to another similar studies, or using literature and theory as a way or framework to present your research.

In potential and attractiveness in Klothok Beach, author can insert more methods in their attractiveness based on Visitor Perceptions, author can also compare their methods with another references and add reason why they choose their methods, author can also use theory or literature as a framework to enrich their research, such as 4 A tourism management theory in discussion or chapter 3.2. 

author can use more references in discussion such as their result for example, in Khlotok beach has IRR of 26.016% is that considered high or low in area of study in another similiar research tourism area, same value for NPV, BC and PBP
	

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


	No, need major revision, typo check and format. This research should be heavy in the calculation, but inconsistency between Indonesian format (using periods (.) as separator and comma (,) as decimal value) and English format (using comma (,) as separator and periods (.) as decimal value) will create a whole mess in scholarly communications.
while the authors already declare using rupiah in their methods (chapter 2.5 Analysis tools), For an international audience, the reviewer suggests providing an equivalent value in dollars alongside the Rupiah in the paragraph (the table can remain in Rupiah).
	

	Optional/General comments


	separate each point into different sentences rather than combining them into compound sentences.
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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)

No
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