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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.


	The manuscript is important because it provides region-specific insights and introduces a data-driven perspective on tourist awareness in agritourism. It lays the foundation for policy interventions and further academic research.
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	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 provides a general overview of the study but lacks clarity in defining the research gap and rationale for location and sampling choices. The use of both random and convenience sampling makes the study less representative. The statistical tests used are correct, but their results are not clearly connected to the study’s main aim. The abstract does not describe how tourist knowledge and awareness were measured (e.g., questionnaire items, scales). The practical suggestions are helpful but need to be explained in more detail.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Though the structure of this manuscript is scientifically correct, the following changes are required within each section:
1) The introduction must state the research problem/ objectives/rationale, and research questions or hypotheses.  The cited literature needs to be synthesized rather than just listed. There is no mention of framework/ conceptual lens
2) Methodology must explain how the research was conducted (design, sampling, data collection, analysis), ensuring transparency and reproducibility. Justify the study of only two districts more strongly (e.g., resource or time constraints), such a small selection isn’t representative, or acknowledge this as a limitation. Choice of districts could be purposive or cluster sampling, not simple random sampling. convenience sampling was used for tourist selection, which limits generalizability; instead, purposive sampling is suggested. The three-point scale is oversimplified.
3)  The recommendations need specificity and practical utility.
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