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Reviewer A：

	Reviewer A’s First Comment 
The sample cannot represent to the whole population.
	     We added to “demographics of golf spectators in Japan” in this article (please see Method section). These data have been investigated by Golf Tournament Promotion Association of Japan [Inc.] (GTPA), and it is the only data understanding the demographics of professional golf spectators. We have collected the data which based on this information by a quota sampling method.
     Therefore, these data reflect whole population.


	Reviewer A’s Second Comment 

―
	Answer to this comment here
―

	Reviewer A’s Third Comment 

―
	Answer to this comment here

―


Reviewer B：

	Reviewer B’s First Comment 
The procedure of questionnaire development is unclear.
	    This research questionnaire was developed using the following procedures: comprehensively reviewing the related literature, conducting a test of content validity through a panel of experts, and conducting pilot test (a exploratory factor analysis) and a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA).

    The literature review was thorough and included concepts and findings from a number of critical studies. The instruments were classified into the four dimensions of core products (affection to player, the game of golf, and the course setting), peripheral services (hospitality and service management as well as accessibility), the desire to stay.

    For the core products, Hansen and Gauthier's original golf spectator scale was utilized; however, some of the instruments were modified.

For peripheral services, the sportscape instruments of Wakefield and Sloan (1995) were adapted and modified. In addition, the subscales of the desire to stay was adapted from the work of Wakefield and Baker (1998).

    The content validity of the initial survey was assessed in advance by a panel of sports management experts consisting of two tournament producers, sponsor personnel, and association officers who were asked to examine the content relevance, representativeness, and clarity. The experts were invited to provide suggestions for revising the questionnaire. The wording of the questionnaire was checked by experienced golf spectator members (n = 10). Finally, 23 items were used to predict spectator's desire to stay.

	Reviewer B’s Second Comment 
There is no statement about reliability.
There is no statement about validity.
	    After the procedure mentioned above, we investigated an item thoroughly by a pilot test. This section added it in reference to reviewer comments newly. Data from the pilot tests were examined to assess the reliability of the survey items and how well each question represented a specific involvement antecedent (please see 3-3. Pilot test section).
    Next procedure, about validity and reliability, it is mentioned in results section.

    Especially, the purpose of the CFA model is to evaluate if the hypothesized relationships between a construct and its indicators are supported by the data (Kline, 2005). When compare an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) with the confirmatory factor analysis (CFA), the use of the CFA model is preferred since it provides model fit indices for assessing how well the data fit the hypothesized original model, allowing for the more precise evaluation of the measurement model (Kline, 2005).
According to some validity index of CFA, I clarified validity and reliability of measurements. Some validity index has been the Comparative Fit Index (CFI), Goodness of Fit Index (GFI), Normed Fit Index (NFI), Tucker- Lewis Index (TLI) and Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA), which were all at acceptable levels (CFI, GFI, NFI, TLI > .90, RMSEA < .08; Kline, 1998; Hair et al., 1998). Validity and the reliability are found by this result (please see result section).


	Reviewer B’s Third Comment 
This paper needs a professional editing assistance?
	This manuscript has been edited.


