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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript is based on the tourists’ perception of heritage sites in Bangladesh. The paper is based on an interesting topic, which explains the factors of heritage tourism that lead to tourist satisfaction. This manuscript will offer a significant contribution to the scientific community. The manuscript will fill a critical gap in the literature by presenting a comprehensive approach to data analysis. The findings, if correctly discussed, will be useful for the policymakers in tourism sector in Bangladesh.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is good.
	

	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 includes some grammatical errors which need to be considered by the authors.  The authors can add how this study will contribute to policymakers in Bangladesh.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Despite the use of essential sources and references  in the study, there is a lack of up-to-date references. It is recommended to supplement the references with more recent ones.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Readable. But some grammatical errors need to be corrected by authors.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The lit review can be explained in more details.

2. The methodology cannot start from describing the cultutral heritage sites. 

3. The discussion lacks a critical analysis. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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