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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 makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on sustainable tourism and regional revitalization by presenting an in-depth, fieldwork-based case study from Saiki City, Japan. It effectively integrates environmental conservation, community engagement, and tourism planning, offering practical insights for policymakers and local stakeholders. The study’s use of stakeholder matrix and SWOT analysis strengthens its applied relevance. Overall, the paper provides a valuable empirical reference for scholars and practitioners working on sustainable rural and coastal tourism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly presenting the aims, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. A minor improvement could be the inclusion of one concise policy implication to further highlight the applied significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the study objectives, and the findings are logically derived from field observations, interviews, and analytical frameworks. The arguments are coherent and supported by relevant evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant, sufficient, and include recent policy documents and academic sources. They adequately support the conceptual and empirical components of the study. No mandatory additions are required.
	

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


	The language is clear and generally well-written. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements may be undertaken during copy-editing, but the manuscript is fully understandable and suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-organized and rich in empirical detail. Figures and tables are relevant and add clarity to the discussion and minor formatting consistency (e.g., capitalization of section headings) can be addressed during revision.
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