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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 scientific community by proposing a systemic framework to transform raw commodities into high-value Non-Timber Forest Products (NTFPs) through circular and cross-sectoral approaches. The study highlights the integration of local technological innovations, origin- based branding, and inclusive financing schemes as a foundation for sustainable development in agroforestry landscapes. Beyond enriching the literature on strategies for adding value to NTFPs, it provides insights into strengthening farmers’ institutional capacities and fostering synergies with ecotourism to enhance local livelihoods. Overall, the manuscript offers a conceptual framework and policy-relevant implications that are
useful for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers in forestry and sustainable development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	My suggestion for the title of this manuscript: A Systemic Approach to Enhancing the Economic Value of Arabica Coffee as a Leading Non-Timber Forest Product (NTFP) on Lombok Island
	

	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.
	1. Clarify the research gap explicitly.
2. Present the theoretical/model contribution.
3. Simplify and make the method description more concise.
4. Add clearer and more impact-oriented practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some aspects that need improvement/addition include:
1. The methodology needs more detail (number and profile of informants, sampling technique, explanation of data saturation, data validation process).
2. The findings are still predominantly normative.
3. The conceptual framework is not yet sufficiently theoretical.
4. Resistance, risks, potential conflicts, and study limitations have not been discussed.
5. Limitations of the study should be clearly stated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is very limited and some are outdated. Adding relevant studies as outlined above would further strengthen the manuscript's scientific context and relevance.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The use of English in the manuscript is generally adequate for for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, the manuscript requires moderate revisions.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no ethical issues.
	
















[bookmark: _GoBack]
Reviewer details:

Rachmat Pudjo Hartanto, Indonesia.








	


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

