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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer comments
Review comments generated or assisted by Artificial Intelligence (AI) are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author's Feedback (Authors are required to write their feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences about the importance of this manuscript to the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this section.
	The methodologies and instruments used can be replicated in other regions to compare people's preferences based on demographics, culture or economic level.
	

	Is the article title appropriate?
(If not, please suggest an alternative title)
	Appropriate
CUSTOMER PREFERENCES FOR MEMORIAL PARK SERVICES: A SHARED ANALYSIS
	

	Is the abstract of this article comprehensive? Do you suggest adding (or removing) some of the points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	It's comprehensive. The purpose of the research was clear: to determine customer preferences for memorial garden services. Identified methodology : conjoint analysis and questionnaire survey. Specific findings: location, payment scheme, type of service that customers prefer the most are described in detail. Social relevance: touches on the emotional and social aspects of funeral services that reinforce the value of the findings. Revision: the words analyzed, calculated, analyzed statistic should be simplified, kotamdya boston uses consistent terms so as not to be ambiguous. Methodology: an expert whether to assist in instrument design, data analysis or validation of methodologies. The type of statistical analysis is explained for example regression, factor analysis or preference simulation.the relationship between findings and conclusions: conclusions really
come from data, for example, the main preference mentions weights/scores in the conjoint analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientific, correct? Please write here.
	Already
	

	Are the references sufficient and up-to-date? If you have any additional reference suggestions, please mention them in 2the ormular review.
	Enough. Advantages : research variables are clearly defined (4 main factors), supported by the latest references 2013-2022, the relationship between logical variables.Methodology: conjoint analysis is appropriate to measure preferences, orthogonal design allows efficiency in data collection (Quota sampling technique risks bias, sample 100 has not been decided with power analysis and respondents are not explained. There is no reliability and
validity.data analysis: Pearson R and Kendall's Tau are appropriate.
	

	Is the quality of the language/English of the article suitable for scientific communication?
	It fits perfectly.
	

	Optional/general comments
	Conformity of scientific standards:
Originality: relevant topics but general methods, methodology: strong but weak sampling, data analysis: statistically accurate but not comprehensive. Contribution: practical implications are clearly theoretically limited. Writing: good structure tapia da grammatical that is not correct.
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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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