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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 paper effectively synthesizes legal, economic, and marketing perspectives, supported by a clear analytical framework and recent secondary data. While the manuscript is strong in its current form, several areas could be refined to enhance its academic rigor, clarity, and impact prior to publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable.
	

	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 complete in terms of content and acceptable in terms of structure, but could be improved with minor corrections in writing and accuracy of expression. This abstract is acceptable in its current state, but its correction is recommended. Key Improvements Made: Stronger Opening: "investigates the potential" is more assertive than "examines how." Academic Tone: "evolving global trade order" and "analyzes the intersection" sound more formal. Streamlined Language: Removed slightly redundant phrases like "powerful instruments" and "rich heritage" to make the statement more direct and academic. Precise Methodology: "By employing secondary data and a SWOT analytical framework" clearly states the tools used. Assertive Findings: "The findings indicate that" is a standard and confident phrase in academic writing. "Strategic" and "targeted" add specificity to the recommendations. Logical Flow: The connection between the strategies and the outcome ("thereby supporting...") is now more explicit and logical.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript successfully applies established social science research methods—secondary data analysis and strategic framework application—to a well-defined problem. Its conclusions are supported by the evidence and analysis presented.  The identified issues are minor and can be addressed through targeted revisions. These points do not invalidate the study's scientific merit but would enhance its rigor and polish.

Data Presentation: As noted in the main review, adding a comparative time-series element (e.g., growth from a previous year) to Table 2 would strengthen the trend analysis.

Referencing Completeness: One reference (Singh et al.) is incomplete and lacks a year, which should be rectified.

Depth of Discussion: The discussion could delve deeper into the reasons behind the significant performance disparity between agricultural and handicraft GIs, but its current level is still acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the review, the article's references are generally adequate and appropriate in terms of number and recency. However, to further strengthen the article, it is suggested: A good mix of older (2020) and very recent (2024-2025) sources has been used. The references are well-diversified (scientific articles, government reports, official statistics). Weaknesses and suggestions for improvement:

1. There is an incomplete reference (Singh et al.) that needs to be completed.

2. It is recommended to add 2-3 more reliable sources in the following areas:

- Economy and Development: to strengthen the analysis of the relationship between geographical indications and economic development and global competitiveness.

- Implementation and Governance: to provide a deeper analysis of the implementation challenges and the role of government institutions.

- Marketing and Branding: To provide more scientific support for arguments related to branding and digital marketing.
	

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


	The manuscript does not require a full-scale language overhaul. Instead, the authors are advised to:

Perform a detailed line-by-line edit focusing on elevating word choice and sentence fluency.

Use tools like Grammarly (in "Academic" mode) or Hemingway Editor to identify passive voice, complex sentences, and informal language.

If possible, engage a colleague with a strong track record in English-language publications or professional academic editing services for a final review.

In summary, the language is functional and clear but can be significantly polished to enhance its scholarly impact and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A final, meticulous proofread is recommended to catch minor typographical or formatting inconsistencies (e.g., ensuring consistent use of bold text in tables, uniform spacing, and complete references).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript appears to adhere to standard academic and publishing ethics.
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