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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 (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.


	The topic may hold significance in a specific region of a country, and the findings may benefit the identified target group; however, the applicability of these results to other geographic areas is limited. The employed methodology lacks and does not contribute substantial added value to the methodological domain. This article may serve as a helpful case study for higher education institutions in the given region’s counties (e.g., the suggestions encompass some that lack relevance according to the markedly distinct legal and administrative contexts of other nations).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title properly reflects the manuscript's content, and a change is unnecessary.
	

	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 relevant to the article's content, presents its components in a logical sequence, and presents the key findings alongside the methodological approaches employed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology of the manuscript is hectic and challenging to comprehend. The author indicates that two areas within the studied region, Makam Papan Tinggi and Pulau Kalimantung, are suitable for tourism development. Nevertheless, he subsequently conducts a SWOT analysis for the entire region and formulates proposals.  This is contradictory, as he did not connect the results of the ODTWA with the subsequent findings.

The methodology is inadequately detailed; while the author supplies input and output data, the processing method is not explicitly articulated (e.g., the specifics regarding the schedule and location of the interviews remain unclear.) The author emphasises specific results and engages with them further, yet fails to provide justification for his/her approach. 

In conclusion, expanding the methodological background of the article is essential, as the results obtained lack support due to insufficient methodological clarity.

A further issue is that readers unfamiliar with the region often struggle to comprehend the names and regional characteristics. Moreover, several acronyms remain undefined, such as ODTWA, which stands for Objek Daya Tarik Wisata Alam (not in English!), and POKDARWIS (Indonesian tourism management groups).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature reviewed is contemporary and appropriately aligned with the subject matter. In terms of format, the intertextual references are inaccurate; only the names of the first authors are provided, e.g., Pan, 2024 instead of Pan et al., 2024. The manuscript lacks source designations for the figures and tables, and Figure 3 is neither numbered nor titled. It is essential to correct and modify the aforementioned errors.
	

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


	The use of English is suitable and adheres to the norms of academic language.
The manuscript requires correction regarding the presence of unnecessary and missing blank lines to enhance readability and clarity. Figure 3 contains a spelling error that requires correction (strategi vs. strategy). Ending the last sentence of the body of the text with four periods is unnecessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript examines a significant issue within the specified region employing a simple methodology. The application circumstances of the methodology remain unexplained, necessitating further expansion and clarification. Enhancing the references is a crucial task, as the author frequently manages them improperly within the text.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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