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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study on Quanhu Park in Guiyang City, China is very important for the scientific community. It explores how new quality productivity affects destination image, visitor satisfaction, and word-of-mouth in health and wellness tourism. It examines problems like similar tourism experiences and the need for better management strategies. The findings show that how cultural and leisure service images affect visitor perception, satisfaction, and brand awareness. This study helps improve tourism marketing and supports sustainable development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is most suitable for this study. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract explains the study’s main goal. It examines the connection between destination image, awareness, visitor satisfaction, and word-of-mouth in health and wellness tourism. It finds two main parts of the destination image such as cultural and entertainment image and leisure and service image. Both of these affect visitors experience and reputation. It gives useful suggestions for destination managers to improve tourism through cultural branding and better services.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it presents an empirical study on the impact of new quality productivity on destination image, visitor satisfaction, and word-of-mouth in the context of health and wellness tourism. The research framework is well-structured, and statistical methods, including regression analysis, correlation analysis, and validity tests, have been applied correctly. The conclusions drawn from the study are logically derived from the data analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient including a mix of older and recent works, with a good number from 2022-2024. However, there are some outdated references (e.g., Anderson, 1998; Babin et al., 2005) that could be supplemented with more recent studies on consumer behavior in tourism marketing. Suggested additional reference:

· Kotler, P., Bowen, J. T., & Makens, J. C. (2021). Marketing for Hospitality and Tourism. Pearson.
	

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


	The manuscript has some grammatical errors and awkward sentence structures, which make it difficult to read in some parts. The use of technical terms and scholarly tone is generally appropriate, but revisions are needed for better readability and precision. Some type errors are red marked which should be typed correctly before publishing. Word file enclosed for reference. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper presents a relevant and timely study on the impact of new quality productivity on destination image, visitor satisfaction, and word-of-mouth in health and wellness tourism. It follows a clear structure, with well-defined sections covering the research background, theoretical framework, methodology, results, and conclusions. The methodology is rigorous, with appropriate statistical analyses and validity tests, though a discussion on potential limitations such as sample size and biases would strengthen the study. 
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