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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 study has new insights into tourist revisit intentions in the context of cross-border destinations.  Its findings enrich the theoretical understanding of emotional and sensory factors. The inclusion of local food affinity, makes the study valuable for both academic researchers and policymakers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.

It is clear, specific, and reflects the study’s focus on extending TPB to explain Malaysian tourists’ revisit intentions to Temajuk Beach. 
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured.  It clearly presents the aims, methodology, sample size, key findings, and conclusions. 

	

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


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and relevant. It may be better, if some recent tourism studies (2023–2025) be added that address post-pandemic travel behavior. 
	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is original and valuable. It only requires minor revisions: mainly refinement of the abstract and minor stylistic edits for clarity.
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	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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