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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	After the improvements, the research will have good contribution for the scientific or academic community particularly in tourism management, destination development, and promotion and tourism industry in general. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Recommended title for the article: Promoting Tourist Destinations of Bangladesh: The Role of a Tour Book as a Travel Agency
	

	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 part is not associated with the scope of the study. The issues that stated on the abstract section is  unrelated to scope of the title that mentioned or framed by the author/s. Need important editing and improvement considering the investigation’s context critically. The author/s must itemize or note the importance of the research article in a single sentence.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have listed and suggested some important points for further improvements of the article.

1. The structure, highlight contents like methodology, (data collection methods, analysis techniques, sample size, and others in the abstract of this article should properly organize. 

2. There is an organizational problem with the article structure. For example, the author/s noted the recommendation section before the conclusion. However, the conclusion should come first, followed by the recommendation. Therefore, this would be a good for the author/s to improve the structural arrangement of the article. 
3.  The second (2) and third (3) paragraphs of the introduction must be reedited with serious grammatical corrections. Additionally, some statements noted on the introductory part must be stated with statements instated of questions. It is not quality for the research introduction. Meaning needs serious revision, correction and improvement. 
4. It is better to use the term review of related literature instead of literature review”.

 The review of related literature is shallow, with poor review effort. It is not clear.  It requires reconsideration and I recommend that the authors review the related literature on the role of guidebooks in the promotion of tourism destinations.  

5. The materials and methods section is not clearly stated, and there is a misunderstanding. The primary and secondary data collection methods or sources are not correctly noted. Example the author/s said that “the primary source was Google Forms” as a primary data collection method. However, it is not clear why the researcher/author/s mentioned this as a primary source.

 Furthermore, other important primary and secondary data collection methods are not state in the research materials and methods for the scientific study.  
 The analysis method and sample size were not justified. I recommend that the missed issues be included.

7. The picture noted in Figure 1 in the Methodology section is not clear and is frail for the research method. Therefore, it is preferable to remove the part.

The targeted populations in this study were not included and must be incorporated.
8.    The conclusion should be stated in one paragraph without separating the different paragraphs.
9. This study has structural, organizational, editorial, analytical, and methodological limitations.  The sources or citations used in the article or study are insufficient, and the analysis must have arguments with quoted research findings.
To conclude my comment for this article, the author/s must improve the manuscript for quality publication.  All the mentioned serious comments should be incorporated. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient, needed additional for concrete finding and discussion.  
	

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


	Must be improved and needs language proofreading.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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