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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.
	This manuscript is importance especially in the field of sustainable agribusiness and regional economy, such as: the use of Rap-farm method in analyzing sustainability from five dimensions (ecological, economic, socio- cultural, technological, and institutional), this study provides empirical data that is specific to Sukabumi and is also able to identify sensitive attributes (such as: the availability of social institutions or policy synchronization is a key factor in institutional sustainability provides deeper insight than simply stating that these dimensions are not sustainable).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable and effective that reflects the abstract and also the purpose of the research.
	

	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 still not using good and correct English and for the contents has explained what was done and what was found but maybe it can be added, and what are the limitations of your research?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and valid with the use of appropriate methodology (Rapfish or MDS for analyzing sustainability) and consistent data presented (such as: sustainability index values per dimension, Monte Carlo results, and Stress/R2 values which support the main conclusions).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are not sufficient and not recent enough for a high-quality academic publication. References are mostly in the early 2000s and the most recent is 2020 and if this is to be published in 2025 it may become constrained. And only 23 references might be added to 30 or 40 references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In general, the English grammar used is understandable and has a good structure. However, there are still some grammatical and spelling errors, such as: analysize should analyze, contucted should conducted, and also Bad can
be replaced with unsustainable sustainable for a more formal context and finally the placement of punctuation commas (,) and semicolons (;) can be corrected to make sentences more flowing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Perhaps for literature reviews and references can be complex by looking at articles outside of Sukabumi or Indonesia.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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