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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 addresses a significant and timely topic sustainable coastal tourism in India, a nation with an extensive and vulnerable coastline. The paper offers a comprehensive synthesis of coastal tourism development challenges, highlighting the environmental, social, and institutional dimensions critical to sustainable development. It also provides policy-oriented insights, particularly regarding the implementation gap between sustainability ideals and practical applications in India’s coastal zones. As climate change and rapid urbanization intensify, studies like this are essential for informing integrated coastal management strategies and policy interventions in developing nations
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is repetitive (“Coastal Tourism in Coastal Areas”) and could be refined for clarity and academic precision.
Suggested: title:
· “Sustainable Development of Coastal Tourism in India: Challenges and Policy Implications” or
· Advancing Sustainable Coastal Tourism in India: A Policy and Environmental Perspective”
	

	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.
	Strengths:
The abstract outlines the scope, key issues, and focus on sustainable tourism within India’s coastal regions.
Weaknesses:
· It is descriptive but lacks specific methodological mention, e.g., how the evaluation was conducted.
· No indication of data sources, framework, or analysis method used.
· Keywords are redundant: "Keywords: Keywords" and too general.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but with areas that require improvement.
· The manuscript demonstrates an extensive literature review and synthesizes various studies effectively.
· However, it lacks a clear research framework, methodological rigor, or systematic analysis (e.g., thematic coding, comparative frameworks, or data-driven insights).
· Several claims are not supported by data, and in some sections, concepts are repeated without analytical depth.
· There is no methodology section, which is a significant shortcoming if this is intended as an empirical or applied research article

Recommendation:
The paper can be accepted only after major revision, particularly with the inclusion of:
· A distinct methodology section
· Clear research questions or objectives
· Improved analytical structure in the body sections
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Strengths:
· The references span both classical works and recent publications (2023–2025).
· High-quality, peer-reviewed sources are cited (e.g., Journal of Sustainable Tourism, Science of the Total Environment).

Areas for improvement:
· Some references are web archives or non-indexed sources (e.g., unpublished PDFs) and should be replaced.
· Too few Indian government policy documents (e.g., CRZ Notification, reports from MoEFCC) are cited.
· Add	tourism	related	references:	DOI:	https://doi.org/10.3390/su15054103	,	DOI: 10.1109/ACCESS.2023.3301574 , DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joitmc.2025.100532
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Partially.
The manuscript is generally readable, but several paragraphs are:
· Verbose and repetitive
· Include grammatical inconsistencies
· Contain awkward phrasing, e.g., “seaside tourism consistently serves as an appealing destination”
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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