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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 Paper is relevant, timely and important particularly for South Asian Heritage Destinations facing challenges of commercialization and preservation.
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	Abstract is fine but study duration needs to be specified in abstract as well as in manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	The use of NVivo in generating the visualization has strong potential in generating the findings, but the figures are not clearly visible especially Fig -1 and Fig – 3. 

Add a Conceptual model diagram and clear research gap statement need to be included in the manuscript.

Critical analysis needs to be performed before concluding, explain why Wagon dominates in word cloud.

Methodology needs to be described about number of informants, study duration, coding process, validity measures and ethical approvals.

Minor grammatical inconsistencies need to the removed by proper proof reading
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Informed consent clarity from respondents, Since the event is govt.-initiated vendors may have hesitated to express the criticism.
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