Response to Reviewer

· Reviewer Comment 1
Comment:
The urgency of the research has not been well defined. Explain in more detail why it is necessary to measure competitiveness.

Response:
Thank you for the reviewer’s valuable comment. We have revised the Introduction by adding a specific paragraph that clearly explains the urgency of measuring the competitiveness of Indonesian coffee exports. The added paragraph emphasizes the importance of competitiveness analysis in understanding export volatility, differences in market characteristics across destination countries, and its relevance for export strategy and policy formulation. This revision clarifies why measuring competitiveness is necessary. The revision has been added to the Introduction section.

· Reviewer Comment 2
Comment:
The research problem is not aligned with the research objectives. Revision of research problems to suit research objectives.

Response:
Thank you for the reviewer’s comment. We have revised the Introduction by explicitly stating the research problem prior to the research objectives. The revised text clearly identifies the problem related to variations and volatility in Indonesian coffee export performance across major destination countries. This revision ensures a clear and logical alignment between the research problem and the objectives of the study. The changes have been made in the Introduction section before the statement of research objectives.
· Reviewer Comment 3
Comment:
What data is analyzed and what units of analysis are not yet explained.
Response:
Thank you for the reviewer’s comment. We have revised the Method section to clearly specify the type of data, variables analyzed, data structure, and unit of analysis. The study now explicitly states that secondary panel data on Indonesian coffee trade under HS Code 0901 for the period 1991–2024 are analyzed. The variables include export and import values and export and import volumes. The unit of analysis is Indonesian coffee trade performance with six major destination countries (the United States, Egypt, Malaysia, India, Italy, and Japan). All data used for competitiveness analysis are obtained exclusively from the UN Comtrade database. This clarification has been added to the Method section.



· Reviewer Comment 4
Comment:
In the previous alenia, it was explained that the decline was due to regulations and non-tariff barriers while the strategy was to implement GAP.

Response:
Thank you for the reviewer’s insightful comment. We have revised the discussion on Indonesian coffee exports to Japan to clarify the logical relationship between regulatory constraints and the proposed strategy. The revised paragraph now explicitly explains that the implementation of Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) is a strategic response to regulatory and non-tariff barriers, as GAP improves product quality, traceability, and compliance with food safety and residue standards required in the Japanese market. This revision has been made in the Results and Discussion section.

