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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.


	By offering empirical evidence on the limitations of physical revitalization in traditional markets and proving through triangulated data that infrastructure upgrades alone are unable to produce broad trade performance gains in the face of competition from contemporary retail and street vendors, this manuscript holds great significance for the scientific community. By measuring post-revitalization outcomes, such as 15% turnover increases for kiosk vendors but stagnant regional PDRB contributions at 0.29%, it improves the research on urban economics and regional development and emphasizes the necessity of comprehensive governance reforms in Indonesia's local economies. Its policy proposals on infrastructure integration and trader empowerment provide researchers and policymakers with practical insights, filling a significant vacuum in studies on sustainable market management for emerging regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the title "THE IMPACT OF THE REVITALIZATION OF DOLOKSANGGUL PEOPLES MARKET ON LOCAL AND REGIONAL TRADE PERFORMANCE" is appropriate since it accurately sums up the main objective of the study, which is to evaluate changes in the spatial, economic, and social aspects of this particular Indonesian market following revitalization. It fits in nicely with the abstract and conclusions, which highlight how competition and management problems limit trade gains despite physical advancements. Although "Post-Revitalization Impacts of Doloksanggul Peoples Market on Local and Regional Trade Performance" could be slightly modified to give temporal specificity if desired, no other title is required.
	

	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 study's quantitative descriptive design, triangulated methods (interviews, observation, and documentation), key findings on physical improvements versus limited trade performance gains, and policy recommendations for infrastructure and governance are all succinctly summarized in the abstract. ​ Without going into needless detail, it succinctly discusses the goals, strategies, outcomes (such as turnover gains for formal stalling amid external competition), and ramifications. ​ No significant changes are required; however, a quick quantification such as "15% average turnover increase for kiosk merchants" would improve specificity and match results tables; on the other hand, a minor reduction in the concluding advice sentence could tighten length without sacrificing effect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor by employing a robust quantitative descriptive design. Through the triangulation of 150 structured interviews, participatory observation, and documentary analysis, the study ensures methodological validity. Adhering to standard practices in regional economics, the research effectively integrates descriptive statistics, GIS-based spatial analysis, and thematic qualitative reviews. The findings—specifically the 15% gain in kiosk turnover against a 25% decline for outside traders and stable PDRB contributions (0.29–0.3%)—are logically derived and clearly support the conclusion that physical upgrades have had a limited impact on trade.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is both sufficient and timely, featuring a strategic mix of official government data (2024) and recent academic scholarship (2025). This blend of institutional reports and niche dissertations on Indonesian market revitalization provides a solid theoretical and empirical foundation, ensuring the findings are relevant to the current regional economic climate.
	

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


	Indeed, the article's language and English quality are appropriate for academic communications; it has a clear structure, exact terminology, and a logical flow from the abstract to the suggestions.

Technical words such as "triangulation," "quantitative descriptive design," "PDRB contribution," and "spatial analysis" are employed correctly and consistently in an academic tone devoid of colloquialisms.

There are a few minor anomalies, such the occasional awkward language (such as "turnover increases were predominantly experienced by traders acting inside formal stalls") and repeating structures in the results and discussion, but these do not affect professionalism or comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	By skilfully connecting empirical data to policy implications for Indonesia's conventional markets, the paper offers a comprehensive examination of market revival difficulties. Incorporate GIS map graphics for improved clarity in the spatial analysis section and add inferential tests (e.g., paired t-tests) to turnover changes beyond descriptives to strengthen statistical rigor. All things considered, this offers insightful information about regional economics and should be published with a few small methodological improvements.
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