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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 
 

Dear author 
This is a practical and interesting topic. From the article, you can find your sensitivity to the 
impact of the COVID-19 virus on the tourism industry. Put forward some suggestions about the 
phenomena produced by the research results, and provide the author's reference and reply. 
1. In the article, although the analysis results found that the sample's psychological and health 
considerations for foreign tourism are not high, in fact, there are certain reactions, and it is 
recommended to explain and explain. 
2. Please specify the sampling standard for the number of samples. 
 

Dear Reviewer, 
Thank you for your appreciation and your comment to gain the quality of our 
research 
 

1. There are explanation added about the reaction, we place them in result 
section above the conclusion and some suggestion in a conclusion 
section (we marked that with a yellow marker) 

2. The sampling standard have been added in the method section Based on 
Sekaran (2006) 

Minor REVISION comments 
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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) 
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