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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.
	The article discusses agro-tourism as a form of sustainable tourism that supports farmer incomes and environmental conservation issues that are highly relevant to today’s economic and environmental challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "A Review on Agro-Tourism: Way to Sustainable Development" is informative enough, but could be made more specific and interesting to reflect the content of the article more sharply and attract academic and practitioner readers. The current title seems general and a bit stiff.

Suggested Alternative Title:

"Agro-Tourism as a Catalyst for Rural Sustainability: A Review of Opportunities and Challenges"
	

	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.


	The abstract already covers important elements, such as the main topic, benefits of agro-tourism, challenges, and a few conclusions. However, it is not fully comprehensive in an academic context because there are still some shortcomings that can be fixed to improve its clarity, sharpness, and scientific appeal.

- Does not explicitly state the purpose of the study, for example: "This review aims to ...".

- Lack of description of the scope and methods, for example: systematic review, narrative review, or based on literature from a certain period or region.

- Not well structured (Background–Objective–Method–Findings–Conclusion).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the article shows good scientific intent, especially in providing a literature review on agro-tourism and its relation to sustainable development. However, when viewed from the standards of good and correct scientific writing, this article still has several important weaknesses that need to be fixed in order to be considered scientifically correct.

- Add an explanation of the review methodology.

- Complete and standardize the bibliography.

- Add a more critical discussion of the results of previous studies.

- Avoid claims that are too general or hyperbolic without supporting data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article has included enough references (more than 15), which are quantitatively sufficient for a review article. However, some references are unclear

Example: Anony., 2024 → it is unclear who the author is and what the title of the publication is.

To make it better, 3-5 references from the latest international journals (2020 and above) need to be added, especially related to agro-tourism, sustainable rural development, and eco-tourism.
	

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


	In general, the quality of English in the article does not meet good academic standards for scientific communication. However, there are several things that can be done to improve the quality of the language:

- Editing for grammar and academic style

- Avoidance of promotional language and informality

- Proofreading according to native speakers
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article has a strong basis for publication in a journal, with the note that revisions need to be made.
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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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