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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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	Your research addresses a timely and relevant topic in tourism studies culinary tourism specifically focused on the Blok M area of Jakarta. I appreciate the effort that went into gathering primary data and analyzing it thoroughly using the Cochran Q Test. That said, there are several areas that could be improved to enhance the quality, clarity, and academic rigor of your paper.

1. Language and Writing Style

The overall language needs significant polishing. There are frequent grammar errors, awkward sentence constructions, and occasional repetition that make the text difficult to follow in places. For instance, sentences like “Tourists who visit for culinary tourism in the Blok M area, because tourists see promotions…” should be rephrased for clarity and fluency.

Suggestion: Consider revising the manuscript with the help of a language editor or using professional proofreading services. A more academic tone and better flow would improve readability.

2. Abstract

The abstract is a bit long and contains repetitive phrases. It should concisely summarize the objective, methodology, key findings, and significance of your study.

Suggestion: Focus on the purpose, method (Cochran Q Test), number of respondents, and highlight the most dominant factor found. Aim for 150–200 words in a direct, academic tone.
3. Introduction and Theoretical Background

While the introduction provides some useful context, it lacks depth in terms of academic foundation. Theories or frameworks related to consumer behaviour, tourist motivation, or culinary tourism are largely missing.

Suggestion: Add a dedicated literature review section where you cite and discuss relevant studies on culinary tourism, decision-making models, and Generation Z travel behavior. This would support your analysis and findings more strongly.
4. Methodology

You mention that the study used probability sampling, but the type (e.g., simple random, stratified, systematic) isn’t clearly explained. Also, while the use of the Cochran Q Test is interesting, it may help to briefly justify why this method was chosen over others like the Friedman Test or Factor Analysis.

Suggestion: Expand the methodology section to clearly describe the sampling process and selection criteria. Justify the choice of statistical tool and explain your reasoning for iterative elimination of variables.

5. Results Presentation

The tables and breakdowns are comprehensive, but the results section becomes too detailed and repetitive, especially with the step-by-step Cochran Q Test stages.

Suggestion: Condense this part by summarizing intermediate steps and focusing more on key outcomes. You can move some of the tables to an appendix and keep the main narrative focused on findings and interpretation.

6. Discussion

The discussion currently overlaps too much with the results. While it does mention dominant factors, it doesn’t go deep into what the findings mean in context.

Suggestion: Strengthen this section by connecting your findings to existing literature, explaining why certain factors matter to Generation Z, and what implications this has for culinary businesses, marketers, or tourism boards.

7. Conclusion

The paper lacks a formal conclusion, which is essential in tying everything together.

Suggestion: Add a conclusion section that summarizes the key findings, discusses practical implications, acknowledges limitations (e.g., small sample size, location specificity), and offers suggestions for future research.

8. References and Sources

The reference list needs careful editing. Many sources are web links (e.g., Google Maps, Google Reviews) that are not acceptable as academic citations. There are inconsistencies in citation formatting, and many entries lack complete information.

Suggestion: Use a proper referencing style (APA, MLA, etc.) consistently. Replace or supplement informal web sources with peer-reviewed literature wherever possible.

9. Formatting and Consistency

There are some formatting inconsistencies in headings, tables, and punctuation. For example, some section titles are lowercase ("methodology") while others are capitalized.

Suggestion: Review formatting to maintain consistency throughout—use proper heading hierarchy, align tables, and correct spacing issues.

10. Miscellaneous Issues

· The sentence “Respondents were confirmed to have visited…” is repeated too often.

· Table numbers should be formatted consistently (e.g., "Table 1", not “Table1”).

· The sample consists mostly of students; this should be acknowledged as a limitation when generalizing the results.
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