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	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.


	This article will be of use to the scientific circle because its exploration is empirical on the meeting point between community livelihood and sustainability of religious tourism destination, which is a less researched field in relation to developing economies. The research is of much importance to the diet role of the perceived advantages on the strength of connection amid the local livelihoods and tourism sustainability because the analysis is equipped with the sustainable livelihood’s framework and social exchange theory. These results can help in policy making and tourism development because, they bring out the importance of community participation and benefit-sharing in the conservation of cultural and religious places. Moreover, it contributes to the attainment of the global sustainability objectives because it outlines viable mechanisms of achieving inclusive and sustainable development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title "Community livelihood and Sustainability of religious tourism destination. The mediating effect of perceived benefits" is generally suitable as it captures the key variables, and the mediation focus of the study. However, to enhance clarity, grammar, and readability, a slight refinement is recommended:
"Community Livelihood and the Sustainability of Religious Tourism Destinations: The Mediating Effect of Perceived Benefits"

This revised version improves grammatical flow by:

· Capitalizing key nouns for consistency.

· Using plural "Destinations" (if generalizable beyond one site).

· Clarifying the relationship with a colon.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and clearly outlines the background, purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. However, a few improvements can enhance clarity and informativeness:
Suggestion:
Include methodology details:
Add a brief mention of the use of structured questionnaires, sample size (300), and statistical methods (e.g., regression, mediation analysis using Hayes PROCESS macro).

Clarify the nature of the indirect effect:
Specify that perceived benefits mediate the relationship between community livelihood and sustainability.

Avoid overly general terms:
Phrases like "This study's conclusions emphasize..." could be more specific by highlighting what exactly was emphasized.

Optional Addition:
Mention the practical significance for policymakers and religious site managers.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is methodologically sound, analytically rigorous, and contributes meaningful insights to the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	· Some sentences are lengthy and could benefit from simplification for better readability.

· Occasional grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., subject-verb agreement, article use) and redundancies can be polished during final proofreading.

· A few transitions between paragraphs could be improved for smoother flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The given manuscript is well-implemented and timely and contributes to the discussion of sustainable tourism in religious contexts and livelihood within communities, particularly within developing countries. The combination of the Social Exchange Theory and the Sustainable Livelihood Framework lends a very solid theoretical grounding, and taking into consideration the Hayes PROCESS macro helps make the mediation analysis analytically rigorous.

This paper is empirically and contextually palatable, policy-relevant, and provides a practical guide to tourism planners and policymakers as well as destination managers. The Subukia Shrine case study is not only innovative but also instructive with the results to be applied to other heritage sites of the world.

Refinement of minor mistakes in language flow, formatting, and change of sections would also make the paper easier to read and more influential. Overall, the manuscript is also a significant addition to the literature and should be published, subject to small adjustments.
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