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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.


	This manuscript helps us to grasp how perceived value influences word-of-mouth communication in health and wellness tourism, particularly within ethnic minority regions—an area that has received limited empirical attention until now. In my opinion, the study offers the opportunity to the marketers to focus on specific target groups by adding variables like place identity and satisfaction and analyzing dfferences across different ethnic groups or communities. By this way, it can meaningfully contribute to the forging of development strategies for under-developed of under-recognized regions or specific areas with a sustainability perspective. I think that this research would benefit both academic circles and practitioners, like governmental agencies, local municipalities, NGO’s, community leaders etc., briefly, all actors involved in the planning process. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title focuses on aspects like perceived value, WoM and health&wellness tourism in ethnic minority areas. But, it would sound better if it would cover an element stressing on the comparison between ethnic groups. "The Role of Perceived Value in Shaping Word-of-Mouth for Health Tourism in Different Ethnic Minority Areas" would be my kind suggestion. 
	

	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.


	Although the study is informative and provides sufficiently the purpose, methodology and key findings of the research, I have some suggestions for improvement. For example, the abstract could more clearly state the research questions or hypotheses being tested and include key findings in a more explicit manner (it could briefly summarize what are the differences between ethnic groups in the formation paths of WoM). Again, the practical or theoretical implications of the findings for tourism management or policy could be mentioned briefly as a final sentence of the abstract. Also, the language used may be refined to ensure better understanding: It could be said “investigate the mechanisms behind WoM formation”, or “explore the background of WoM formation”, instead of saying “verify the formation paths of word-of-mouth”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In this research, rigorous scientifc methods are used and it appears scientifically sound. It fills a gap in the literature, the theoretical framework is sufficient, the research is meticulously driven, using a solid sample size (320 valid responses is largely sufficient), different tatistical techniques (correlation analysis, regression analysis, group comparisons are appropriately and correctly applied), reliability and validity is ensured and demonstrated. Nevertheless, given that consistent terminology would improve clarity, the terms “creative value” and “achievement value” should not be used interchangeably, the author should choose one of them and use it consistently all along the text. Furthermore, in the abstract and introduction sections, the reason for including multiple perceived value dimensions (hedonic, social, self-expression, achievement) should be better explained. The issue of limitations in generalizing the findings to other areas, communities, regions or tourism types should also be better addressed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the references are from 2024 and 2025, relate to the constructs studied (perceived value, satisfaction, place identity, WoM), include both tourism-specific and broader consumer behavior literature. All along with this, referencing some internationally recognized foundational works should enhance the depth and attractivitity of the article for global audiences. Although not so recent, the following references may be suggested: 
· Berger, J. (2014). Word of Mouth and Interpersonal Communication: A Review and Directions for Future Research. Journal of Consumer Psychology, 24(4), 586–607. (This article provides a foundational overview of word-of-mouth mechanisms beyond tourism)

· Reisinger, Y., & Turner, L. W. (2003). Cross-Cultural Behaviour in Tourism: Concepts and Analysis. Butterworth-Heinemann. (This book is useful for deepening the discussion on ethnic group differences in tourism behavior). 

· Smith, M., & Puczkó, L. (2014). Health, Tourism and Hospitality: Spas, Wellness and Medical Travel. Routledge. (This book adds context to the global development of wellness tourism)

· Scannell, L., & Gifford, R. (2010). Defining Place Attachment: A Tripartite Organizing Framework. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 30(1), 1–10.  (This article offers a more nuanced framework for place identity and emotional bonds).


	

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


	The English language quality of this article could be smoothly improved to meet the standards of international academic publishing. 

· For grammar and syntax issues, please consider revising some overly long and complex sentences with awkward phrasing, like “Based on this, the purpose of this article is to start from the perceived value of tourists, clarifying how it influences word-of-mouth through satisfaction and place identity, and provide suggestions.”. It could be revised as ““This study aims to examine how tourists’ perceived value influences word-of-mouth, mediated by satisfaction and place identity, and to offer practical recommendations.”
· For clarity issues, please consider to change the expressions like “verify the formation paths” or “maternal backgrounds” which are unclear and sound incorrect in the context, with expressions like “investigate the mechanisms” or “demographic backgrounds.”
· For consistency in terminology, like I have already mentioned above, the author should either use “creative value” or “achievement value”, and should not use them interchangeably.

· For formatting and punctuation issues, some paragraphs could be broken to facilitate reading, and some occasional issues like missing commas or inconsistent use of parentheses should be corrected.

· Finally, for tone and style, which turns to be informal or conversational for academic writing in certain parts of the text, like “This makes it difficult for health and wellness scenic spots in ethnic minority areas to attract tourists even if they have excellent tourism resource conditions, and even gain their recognition.”, the author could consider a rephrasing like “Despite possessing rich tourism resources, these scenic spots struggle to attract and retain tourists due to low brand awareness and recognition.”

	

	Optional/General comments


	My personal opinion is that this manuscript could be published with moderate revisions. Its valuable contribution to tourism literature is obvious, especially in culturally diverse and under-researched contexts. With some improvements in language, clarity, and presentation, theis article has the potential  to appeal to a wide academic audience and contribute to the tourism development strategies and to the formation of overall policies. 
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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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