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PART1:ReviewComments 

 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correctthemanuscriptand 

highlightthatpartin themanuscript.Itis mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments  
Theabstractofthearticleshouldberevisedandstrengthenedinthe 
sectionsofproblemstatement,goalsetting,methodology,aswellas 
findingsandresultsbasedonstatisticalevidence. 
Theintroductionofthearticleis almosttoolongandinit importantparts 
suchastheexplanationoftheresearchproblem,theimportanceand 
necessityofconductingtheresearch,theobjectivesandquestionsarenot 
addressedintheformofexamplesandaccordingtothestatisticalevidence 
availableinthetargetcommunityofthe research. 

Thearticleshouldbebasedonadetailedtheoreticalgapanalysisbetweenthe 
presentworkandothersimilarresearchessothattheresearcheror researcherscan 
explaintheinnovationoftheirarticlefromtheoutputofthisresearchgapanalysis. 

 
Theconceptualmodelof theresearchhasnotbeenpresentedandthetargetingof 
theresearchinthreeideal,scientificandpracticalpartshasnotbeenexplained. 

 
 There are problems, objectives, methodology, and results in The 

abstract 
 

 The introduction has been summarized 
 

 In the introduction, there has been a similar study 
 

 In the introduction, the research objectives have been stated 

MinorREVISIONcomments  
Inaddition,itseemsthattherearemanyinterveningvariablesintourismstudies,which 
shouldnaturallybecontrolledthroughacomprehensiveresearchplan.Inthereviewofthe 
thematicrecordsoftheresearch,nospecialconclusionwasmadeandthetheoretical 
frameworkoftheresearchwasnotdeterminedthroughit. 
Inthemethodologysection,thingssuchasresearchmethod,introductionof thepopulation 
andstatisticalsample,estimationofsamplesizeandsamplingmethod,datacollection 
method,datacollectiontools,validationof toolsandanalyticalstatisticstechniquesalong 
withsoftwareshouldbefullycovered.Introducerelatedsoftware. 

 
 

 Samples in the form of interviewees have been added to the 
methodology 

 This research is qualitative, not quantitative so it does not use statistical 
analysis methods 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Thesummaryoftheresultsis moresimilartoa newsreportandlacksthenecessary 
frameworksfor analysingtheresultsandpossiblefindings,andat thesametime,no 
comparisonhasbeenmadebetweentheresultsofthisresearchwithothersimilar 
researches,andthedegreeofalignmentornon-alignmentof theresultsis notknown. 

 
Thearticlehasnopolicyrecommendations.Anditspracticalsuggestionsarebasedonthe 
scientificandpracticalfindingsofunwrittenresearch. 
Inaddition,regardingthedescriptionof thefigures andotherrelatedmatters,the 
instructionsfor writingthejournalshouldbefollowed. 

 
 Research results are based on qualitative studies using primary data 

through interviews, documentation, and observation, and secondary 
data with literature studies. 

 We have summarized the research results based on the core findings 
 The results of the study are an alternative map that is used as a map of 

heritage tourism information 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


