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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 article provides a comprehensive model for assessing sustainability in agrotourism using the multi-dimensional scaling (MDS) approach with five main dimensions. This study enriches the literature with rarely discussed local empirical data, especially in the strawberry agrotourism sector in the highlands. The findings are relevant to support the formulation of village development policies based on local potential in a sustainable manner. In addition, this article can also be a methodological reference for cross-disciplinary research in the fields of agriculture, tourism, and regional development.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally quite informative but could be improved by mentioning the MDS/Rapfish method-based research, which is the main strength of the methodology. The word “tourist spot” is too general, even though the focus is strawberry agrotourism.
title suggestions: "Evaluation of Social, Economic, and Environmental Dimensions in Sustainability of Strawberry Agrotourism: Case Study in Sembalun District, Indonesia with MDS-Rapfish Approach".

	

	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 explains the general background and sustainability concerns, mentions the method (Multi-Dimensional Scaling with Rapfish software), and presents the main results in the form of sustainability index scores and the most influential attributes. However, it does not mention the scientific contribution or novelty of the study. Too many technical details can be saved for the methods section (e.g., number of villages, Rap-Agro software, index classification), so it can be reduced. A brief explanation can be added on how the findings can be used by the government, farmers, or tourism managers.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article has been written with a correct scientific approach, but there are several important notes:

- The article mixes up the mention of “Sembaluka” and “Sembalun” (locations in East Lombok), it needs to be checked again which one is written correctly.

- The attributes in each dimension are not all explained as to the basis for their selection (whether based on literature, previous studies, or validation by experts.

- The article does not include a section on study limitations, even though this is important for scientific transparency and to demonstrate methodological awareness.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this article are quite adequate in quantity and quite up to date, but there are still some that need to be fixed and can be improved in terms of quality.

- Some titles in the bibliography are inconsistent, for example some do not mention the name of the journal or volume and page. please check again.

- references can be added from references of important figures such as: Elkington (Triple Bottom Line), Butler (Tourism Area Life Cycle), Sharpley & Telfer (agrotourism development), FAO (sustainable agriculture frameworks).

	

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


	The language quality of this article is quite good. However, the following points need to be considered:

- Double-check place names, spelling, and standard terms.

- Eliminate repetition, and make transitions between paragraphs smoother (for example, with conjunctions such as "in addition", "furthermore", "however").

- Try checking the English grammar again. If possible, proofread.
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