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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 study addresses the highly relevant strategic issue of regional tourism development, focusing on the specific and under-researched case study of the 'Pinarak Bojonegoro' branding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title, 'Indonesian Tourism Industry Development Strategy through the Local Pride: Case Study of Pinarak Bojonegoro Program at East Java,' is quite good and reflects the manuscript's content.
	

	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.


	This abstract covers all essential research elements: the objective to analyze the Bojonegoro local government's strategy; the methodology (qualitative descriptive and SWOT Analysis); and the key findings on strengths (government support, cultural assets), weaknesses (limited promotion, inadequate HR), opportunities, and threats. It also includes the study's strategic recommendations and its contribution to academic discourse.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically sound. The qualitative descriptive research methodology used is appropriate for an in-depth exploration of the government's strategies and policies. The use of the strategic theoretical framework from J. Winardi (2003) and the SWOT Analysis from Fredy Rangkuti (2014) provides a strong theoretical foundation for the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adding more recent literature, especially related to digital tourism marketing and destination branding, will enrich the context and show that this research is in dialogue with the latest scientific developments.
	

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


	Based on the provided text, the language and English quality of the article are generally good and the core message is clear and understandable. The writing is structured, and the vocabulary is appropriate for an academic paper
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introdcution
The manuscript mentions a decrease in the number of tourist visits from 2022 to 2023. The argument would be strengthened if the author could add a brief analysis or an initial hypothesis regarding the cause of this fluctuation. For instance, is it due to competitive factors, shifts in post-pandemic trends, or internal issues within Bojonegoro? Adding this context would enhance the sense of urgency for the research.

The manuscript introduces the 'Pinarak Bojonegoro' branding but does not explain the meaning or philosophy behind it. It is recommended that the author add a sentence or two to define this program. For example, what does 'Pinarak' mean, and what is the main vision this branding aims to achieve? This would be particularly helpful for readers unfamiliar with the local context.

2. Research Method
The manuscript states that interviews were conducted with 'government officials, tourism industry representatives, and local community members'. The methodology could be strengthened by providing more specific details, without disclosing the informants' identities. For instance, the author could specify the number of informants from each group and the criteria for their selection (such as purposive sampling based on their roles in the tourism sector). This level of detail would enhance the study's transparency and scientific rigor.

3. Results and Discussion

Currently, the discussion tends to present each SWOT component separately. The analysis would be more in-depth if the author explicitly connected these findings. For example, by linking Weaknesses with Threats, the author could explain how 'insufficient promotional efforts' (a Weakness) directly makes Bojonegoro more vulnerable to 'intense competition from more established destinations like Malang and Banyuwangi' (a Threat).

To strengthen the argument, provide concrete examples from field data (e.g., observation results or anonymous interview quotes). For instance, when discussing 'inadequate infrastructure,' the author could add a specific example such as, 'For example, observations at destination X revealed that road access remains difficult for four-wheeled vehicles, which was a complaint raised by a travel agency representative during an interview'.
4. Strategic Recommendations

The current strategic recommendations are aligned with the SWOT analysis findings, but they could be significantly enriched to become a more operational and impactful roadmap. To enhance their weight, the author can transition from merely stating 'what' should be done to 'how' to do it.

Make the recommendations more actionable by suggesting which stakeholders are most responsible for each action. To ensure effective implementation, it is also important to map the roles of these stakeholders, determining who is responsible for each initiative, from coordination among government agencies to collaboration with private tourism industry associations.

5. Conclusion

The current conclusion section effectively summarizes the main findings of the research. However, to make it a more powerful and insightful closing, the conclusion could transition from a mere repetition to an in-depth synthesis of the arguments. Instead of re-listing the challenges and recommendations, the author could weave them into one main idea: that the fundamental problem of Bojonegoro's tourism is not a lack of assets, but rather a failure to strategically integrate those assets. By reframing the problem this way, the conclusion can explicitly assert the research's contribution, both practically as an actionable framework for the local government and theoretically to the literature on emerging tourism destinations. To provide a forward-looking perspective, this concluding paragraph could also be enriched by suggesting future research directions, such as a quantitative study to measure the impact of strategy implementation in the future or an in-depth comparative analysis with competing destinations, thereby positioning this study as a foundation for broader research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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