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	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.


	Contextualizing Traditional Markets in the Face of Modernization. The study addresses a critical issue. the survival of traditional markets amidst the expansion of modern retail. This is highly relevant in rapidly urbanizing areas, especially in developing economies, where traditional markets play significant economic, social, and cultural roles. The research provides valuable insights into how these markets adapt and persist despite competitive pressures.   

Highlighting the Role of Social Capital. The manuscript effectively demonstrates the crucial role of social capital in the resilience of traditional markets. By employing the theoretical lenses of social embeddedness and relational exchange theory, the study emphasizes that economic activities in these markets are deeply intertwined with social relationships, trust, and community ties. This contributes to a deeper understanding of the non-economic factors that influence market dynamics.   

Employing a Robust Qualitative Methodology. The study utilizes a rigorous qualitative ethnographic approach, including semi-structured interviews, participant observation, and documentary analysis. This methodological rigor provides rich, nuanced data and enhances the credibility of the findings. The detailed description of the data collection and analysis process can serve as a useful reference for other researchers conducting similar studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Perfect
	

	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 the abstract mentions the study location (Banjarmasin), offering a bit more context about its significance would be helpful. Is it representative of broader regional trends, or does it offer a particularly unique case?

Including a specific policy implication or key recommendation would make the abstract more impactful. Currently, the implications are quite general.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is quite comprehensive, but could be slightly improved as follows:
1) The literature review could be expanded slightly. While it touches on the key dynamics, it could benefit from a more in-depth discussion of the existing literature on traditional markets, particularly in Southeast Asia or similar developing contexts.

2) The theoretical framework could be enhanced by discussing any limitations of these theories in the context of traditional markets. Are there any alternative or complementary theories that might offer additional insights?

3)While the selection of participants from "Pasar Lama" is mentioned, it would be beneficial to provide more details on the selection criteria. How was diversity ensured in terms of vendor types, customer demographics, and years of experience?

4) Elaborating on the researcher's role in the market could add depth. Were they a complete observer, or did they engage in any transactions? How did they manage potential biases?

5) While the results are rich, consider adding more direct quotes from participants to give the findings a stronger voice and enhance their vividness.

6) In the discussion, delve deeper into the implications of the findings. For example, how might these findings inform interventions aimed at supporting traditional markets?

7) The policy implications could be more specific and actionable. Instead of general statements, consider proposing concrete steps that policymakers or urban planners could take.

8) When suggesting future research on digital tools, it might be useful to acknowledge potential challenges or ethical considerations, such as the risk of displacing traditional practices or exacerbating inequalities.

9) Double-check for any missing references or inaccuracies.

10) Consider adding more recent publications to demonstrate that the literature review is up-to-date.

Summary of Key Areas for Improvement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the cited works are important, some of them are relatively dated. Incorporating more recent publications (within the last 5-10 years) would demonstrate that the authors are engaging with the latest scholarship in the field. This is particularly important in the rapidly evolving context of urban retail and technological change.

The references could benefit from a broader geographical scope. While some studies on developing countries are included, expanding to include research from other regions (e.g., Africa, Latin America) would provide a more comprehensive perspective on the challenges and resilience of traditional markets globally.
	

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


	Adding transition words or phrases at the beginning of some sentences or paragraphs would improve the connection between ideas.

Varying the use of active and passive voice, or starting sentences with different grammatical elements, would enhance sentence variety.
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