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	PART  1: Comments



	
	The manuscript offers a well-organized qualitative case study that uses the Selasa Wagen event in Malioboro, Yogyakarta, Conceptually sound, the study addresses pertinent sociocultural aspects of tourism development. The incorporation of indigenous knowledge, specifically the application of the Javanese calendar and community involvement, enhances the research's uniqueness and contextual significance. For the study to be more scientifically rigorous, some methodological elements, however, need to be expressed more clearly.


	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 work makes a significant contribution to the expanding corpus of research on community-based development, cultural heritage management, and sustainable tourism. The study provides useful information for scholars, decision-makers, and practitioners by scientifically illustrating how social capital and storytelling serve as instruments for maintaining historic urban areas. The results offer a useful framework for projects involving heritage tourism in developing and culturally significant areas. The study is pertinent to interdisciplinary research since it also emphasizes the socioeconomic challenges that come with heritage conservation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the core themes, methodology, and geographical context of the study. It effectively communicates the focus on tourism development, social capital, storytelling, and the Selasa Wagen event.


	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly outlines the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions of the study. However, it is recommended that the authors briefly specify the data collection methods employed and clearly state the duration of the study to improve clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is relevant; however, the manuscript should incorporate more recent international studies and ensure proper and consistent citation formatting to strengthen its scholarly rigor and global relevance.
	

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


	Yes, Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to improve fluency and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion on the tension between cultural preservation and the economic needs of local street vendors is a valuable contribution. This section could be further strengthened by including direct stakeholder perspectives or quotations to enrich empirical depth. Additionally, clearer policy implications would enhance the practical relevance of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
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