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	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 study is not only important but timely as it addresses a niche that has received limited scholarly attention- the intersection of traditional market practices, forces of modernization and associated regulatory frameworks. It highlights the importance of traditional markets, not just as commercial hubs but as invaluable carriers of cultural heritage. It addresses its challenges in the face of contemporary challenges as well as its Ecotourism potentials thereby providing a veritable document for crafting its policy frameworks for its harmonization and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not adequately capture the core thrust of the study  A suggested title is :

Challenges to Traditional Markets Sustainability for Ecotourism: The Case Study of Bangli Regency
	

	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 commendable but among things -

1.  Exhibits a worrisome disconnect between the Title and the Content of the study by shifting emphasis from Ecotourism to legal regulations

2.  Lays too emphasis on defining the problem statement to the detriment of other aspects of the abstract

3.  Fails to  clearly outline the aim and objectives of the study

4.  Does not justify the suitability of the chosen research method

5.  It also does not capture the key findings of the study as well as the researcher’s recommendations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The author critically explores a subject that has received limited scholarly attention and interrogation - the intersection of traditional market practices and emergent ecotourism trends. Arguing persuasively with relevant empirical data, the study demonstrates the important niche occupied by traditional markets in the contemporary economic ecosystem. It establishes the nexus between traditional markets and Ecotourism. It highlights regulatory challenges to the  sustainability of traditional market modes a d proffers suggestions to how they can be harmonized with modernization 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the number of references and their currency is commendable for a study of this length, it is perhaps most telling that the various government regulatory documents that appear in the study are nowhere seen on the reference list. The Reference section of the study contains a vegetation of errors that suggest a form of academic tardiness. The author does not demonstrate a firm grasp of the APA reference style especially in the use of punctuation.  For example, there are inconsistencies in the use of periods after name initials and of brackets enclosing dates. Journal titles are also not italicized. 
	

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


	The language is formal and is suitable for both general and academic readership. Despite the nature of the study, the author  artfully avoids the use of legalese and jargon
	

	Optional/General comments


	 An interesting study that opens up many more perspectives for-the  critical interrogation  of the interface of modernity and Cultural heritage
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