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	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 provides valuable insights into the evolving role of digital travel agencies in promoting tourism, particularly in developing countries like Bangladesh. It contributes to the literature by empirically evaluating the impact of TourBook’s marketing strategies, digital engagement, and sustainable tourism practices. The findings are relevant for tourism policymakers, travel marketers, and researchers interested in destination management and digital tourism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content and scope of the study. It is specific and informative.


	

	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 is generally well-written and summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, and findings. However, it could benefit from clearer articulation of the research questions and a brief mention of the implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, and the statistical analysis (including Cronbach’s Alpha and P-P plots) is well-executed. 

However, RQs 1-8 in litterature review are Research question or hypothesis, I think they are hypotheses than research questions
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is mostly clear and understandable. Some minor grammatical and syntactical errors are present, and a professional proofreading would enhance readability and scholarly tone.
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	The manuscript is well-structured and follows a logical flow.

The inclusion of figures and tables is helpful, though some visual elements (e.g., histograms) could be better labeled or explained.

The recommendations section is strong and actionable, but could be more concise.
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