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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The paper lacks motivation. The authors need to add relevant implications of the 

study in the last para of the Introduction section. 

2. The Materials and Methods section is very brief. The authors should more clearly 

discuss this important part of the paper. The authors also need to indicate the factors 

considered for their analysis. They also fail to mention the mode of data collection. 

Due to the covid-19 restrictions, there might be some difficulties collecting data 

physically. If they had preferred online or social media sources, they should properly 

mention them. They should also not forget to mention their target audience. 

3. The authors should present a few tables to support their findings. They should 

connect their findings with prior studies. I mean that they should either support their 

findings with previous studies or contend prior findings with their own. 

4. More importantly, the authors are not aware of current research in their field. The 

citations are too old. The authors should either add a separate Literature Review 

section after the Introduction or discuss a few relevant latest literature in the 

Introduction part itself. 

 
 

The implication of the study has been added 

 

In this paper, what is interpreted are the characteristics of the selected 

market based on data from tourists visiting the Canggu suburban area. 

Respondents/audience are tourists who actually visit the Canggu area. 

 

The description of findings in conclusion 

 

 

The manuscript has followed the SDI paper templete 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The last line in the abstract needs to be rewritten. “Two guidance for the development 

of sustainable tourism products can be recommended in the suburban area of 
Canggu, that is: 1) promoting homestays and local culinary facilities.” 

2. The very first sentence in the Introduction section, “The suburban area is the location 
for the development of new industries and settlements, as a result of the development 
of an urban area. Suburban areas are caused by the suburbanization process.” needs 
to be rewritten. 

3. Several grammatical errors exist in the manuscript. The manuscript should be 
thoroughly proofread before submission. 

 
Second recommendation has been added 

 

 

The sentence has been rewritten 

 

 

The grammar has been fixed 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The authors present the topic “Suburban Tourism Market in Canggu, Bali” to identify the 
characteristics of the tourists in the Suburban Tourism Market in Canggu, Bali. Although the 
topic seems interesting, the paper needs some revisions to improve its quality before being 
accepted for publication. However, I appreciate the efforts of the authors. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


