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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 
 

 
The process is good but the result is unclear. It needs to be explained by summarizing in 
the last paragraph before conclusion. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- The literature review does not cover all context such as tourist behaviour and trend of 
tourist behaviour, other research concerning this research etc. 
- Grammar checking is needed.  
- In the method part, it needs to be explained what the question that author collected with 
the sample. 
- In the result part It does not need to explain all. Only significant number is needed to be 
explained. 
- The number of percentage on the table and explained result part should be the same. 
Please correct it.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The number of percentage is preferred using dot (.) more than comma (,).  
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