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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The current study was conducted to determine the relationship between tourist
demographics and their perceptions of Haryavi festival food. In this regard, this study
further attempts to understand the key attributes of Haryana festival food items that
influence visitors' perception of Haryana festival food as a tourist attraction.The findings
showed that among the demographics of visitors, age was the only factor that positively
correlated with visitors' perceptions of Haryavi festival food.

1.The manuscript has already pointed to age as an important relevant factor in the show's
food tourism and has important implications for the scientific community.

2.The title of the article is basically appropriate.

3.The abstract should specify the research motivation, research purpose, research methods,
and research findings. Therefore, it is suggested that the author readjust the content of the
abstract.

4.The subsections and structure of the manuscript are basically suitable, and it is suggested
to add discussion and suggestion sections to explain the correlation between the analysis
results and the literature.

5.The manuscript is scientifically correct.

6.Furthermore, the study should provide recommendations for future research. In addition,
references should be added newer.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.

Optional/General comments
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