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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract structurally contemplates the necessary elements that a abstract of a scientific 
article must include, but I suggest not to place it in blocks, but in a single paragraph in a 
descriptive way, as for example similar to the one shown in the following URL: 
https://www.journalsajsse.com/index.php/SAJSSE/article/view/30171 
I consider that the Introduction of the article adequately describes the problem, supported 
by scientific sources and finally sets out the objective to be achieved, but after that it also 
sets out contextual and methodological elements that should be located in the 
corresponding sections for them. 
The conclusions and recommendations section is only focused on presenting the 
conclusions of the research carried out, it should also present these recommendations or 
otherwise leave only CONCLUSIONS as the subtitle of the section. 
"Analysis of the data revealed that most tourist attractions can be classified as 
instagrammable attractions." 
It would be good to specify according to the result obtained from the data analysis in a 
quantitative way if possible, to demonstrate that there is a majority, as the term majority 
generates some ambiguity. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I consider it an excellent work entitled "BETWEEN INSTAGRAMMABLE ATTRACTION 
AND SELFIE TOURIST: CHARACTERISTIC AND BEHAVIOR", undoubtedly the Lembang 
Floating Market has a study that can be an important reference and be considered in future 
decision making. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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