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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The weakness of this paper is limited and lack of literature review 
This  paper will be much better and more qualified, if the author  adds more related 
literature and previous research based on your perspective to strengthen the quality 
of the paper, the discussion part of the paper is too limited 
Please also explains the role of interviewers on the discussion part 
(This is optional minor revision comments) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. This paper explores interesting issue about “Promoting WOM through 
Destination Image in the Era of Live-Streaming in Health and Wellness 
Tourism Context.” 

2. The introduction of the paper is well coordinated in line with the title of paper 
3. Methodological aspects of the study  was clearly articulated 
4. The results are satisfactory and compiled with conclusion 
5. General comments: I think this research is good and eligible for being published.  
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