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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. You can add a map. 
2. The paper needs a very careful proof-reading as there are some typos and grammatical 
errors. Line 38, 39 ….. buying Behavior when…(Why capital letter?),  
3. The paper is not comprehensive in terms of explaining the methodology.  Details on the 
full process should be explained. No info about the data collection methods and materials.  
How did you develop the questionnaire, the scales, etc? Have you conducted a pilot study? 
What was the language of the questionnaires; with what method have you translated? 
Please provide more details on methodology. 
4. You could add Sri Lanka to your key words. 
5. Lines 279-284 and throughout the text: Here you cannot use the term “tourists”. You 
should use “participations”.  
6. Table 05. These expenditures are per person or per family, or per couple? 
7. You can list solid results and make recommendations based on your results. 
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