The text and its conclusions are really interesting and make a valuable contribution to the knowledge and analysis of emerging forms of territorial and landscape governance catalysed through civil society. In my opinion, the perception of loss or destruction of the landscape character, understood from its multiple natural, cultural and symbolic (and identity) dimensions, is a key factor that explains the action of these social movements. The authors could consider introducing this concept in the text.
>> thanks for the good point, we added a remind of the extraordinary value of the landscape in both areas in introduction as well as in the final, because reviewer suggested us a new perspective for the future of our work: can this taxonomy be adequate in cases where the landscape character is not so peculiar?
On the other hand, in line 356, to be more precise, the Council of Europe should also be cited, in addition to the European Union, since landscape policies are influenced by the European Landscape Convention, promoted by this other European institution. An alternative would be to refer to European conventions and directives in general.
>> Sure. We added a specific remind to the Convention and the sentences, now, better specify the evolution in terms of awareness of the Landscape value to be preserved.

