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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 manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides a detailed case study on addressing the environmental challenges of over-tourism in Vigan City while promoting sustainable urban development. It highlights the innovative adaptation of indigenous architectural designs to incorporate sustainable features, offering insights into balancing cultural preservation with modern environmental needs. The integration of renewable energy and green infrastructure aligns with UN SDG 11, serving as a model for other heritage cities striving for sustainability. Additionally, the emphasis on green economics and accounting contributes valuable methodologies for assessing and implementing sustainable urban policies globally.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	OK
	

	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.


	Abstract has a few shortcomings:

1. Lack of specificity 

2. Methodology is not defined clearly 

3. Limited scope clarity

4. Challenges and Risks not mentioned 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Plausible but requires empirical data, clear metrics, and references to established frameworks to ensure scientific importance. Like:

1. It lacks empirical evidence, like the manuscript lacks detailed quantitative data on environmental degradation (e.g., carbon emissions, pollution levels) or specific outcomes of proposed initiatives.

2. There is some methodological clarity: concepts like "Green Economics" and "Sustainability Accounting" reference valid frameworks, but their application in Vigan is not detailed, limiting the assessment of practical implementation.

3. The paper also lacks a risk assessment, with minimal discussion of potential challenges (e.g., funding, community resistance, or climate change impacts beyond sea-level rise), which weakens the scientific importance of the proposed solutions.
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	Update the citation with recent works
	

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


	OK
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodology is not defined clearly
“Biguenios’ Brown-Green Initiative” is not defined clearly.
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