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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 provides a timely and significant contribution to the literature on the intersection of legal protection, traditional market sustainability, and ecotourism development. It highlights how conflicting regulatory frameworks—national-level risk-based licensing vs. local-level market protection policies—affect rural economic resilience and cultural preservation. The study’s empirical legal approach and integration of socio-economic, cultural, and tourism perspectives make it valuable for policymakers, scholars in socio-legal studies, and sustainable tourism planners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, precise, and reflective of the paper’s focus. No change suggested.
	

	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 clear, concise, and covers the problem, regulatory conflict, methodology, and key implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and methodologically sound. The integration of empirical legal research, legislative review, and conceptual analysis is coherent and well-aligned with the stated objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate and relevant, with several from 2023–2025. However, a few older citations (e.g., Erawan 2006, Rustiadi 2009).
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript effectively bridges legal analysis with socio-economic and tourism perspectives. Including a comparative example from other Indonesian regions or ASEAN countries could enhance its policy relevance. Figures or tables summarizing regulatory frameworks or market revitalization projects could also improve readability.
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