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	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 highly relevant and timely topic—sustainable coastal tourism in India—by examining the interplay between tourism development and environmental, socio-cultural, and economic sustainability. It contributes to the growing body of literature on sustainable tourism by contextualizing the challenges and opportunities within India's unique coastal landscape. The paper offers a comprehensive overview of the current state of coastal tourism, highlighting policy gaps and proposing integrated management frameworks. Its interdisciplinary approach, combining environmental science, urban planning, and tourism studies, makes it valuable for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners aiming to promote sustainable development in coastal regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the core theme of the manuscript. However, for improved clarity and academic precision, a more refined title could be:

“Challenges and Prospects of Sustainable Coastal Tourism Development in India’s Coastal Regions”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the manuscript’s objectives and findings. However, it could be improved by:

Including specific methods used in the study (e.g., literature review, case studies).

Clarifying the nature of the “initial ideas” proposed for ecotourism and cultural tourism.

Avoiding unclear phrases like “drawing from the triumphs and limitations” and instead summarizing key insights or recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-supported by recent literature. It presents a balanced discussion of the environmental, economic, and social dimensions of coastal tourism. The arguments are coherent, and the references are appropriately cited. However, the paper would benefit from a clearer methodological framework and more empirical data to support its conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consider to add these references in your paper to robust litterature review:

1. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e40829

2. https://doi.org/10.34624/RTD.V48I0.34822

3. https://doi.org/10.1080/1755182X.2023.2165727

4. https://doi.org/10.3727/216929721X16105303036481


	

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


	The language is generally clear and scholarly, but there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and awkward phrasing. A thorough proofreading is recommended to improve readability and flow. For example:

Replace “seaside tourism consistently serves as an appealing destination” with “seaside tourism remains a consistently attractive destination.”

Avoid redundancy such as “Keywords: Keywords: Sustainability…”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a dedicated methodology section to clarify how the findings were derived.

Including visual aids such as maps, charts, or tables could enhance comprehension and engagement.

The conclusion is rich in recommendations but could be more concise and focused on actionable insights.
Structure and Organization:

The manuscript is well-organized, with clear sections that guide the reader through the background, challenges, and proposed solutions for sustainable coastal tourism. However, the inclusion of a distinct methodology section would improve transparency and allow readers to better understand how the conclusions were reached.

Depth of Analysis:

The paper presents a broad and informative overview of sustainable tourism in India’s coastal regions. While the literature review is extensive and well-integrated, the analysis could benefit from more critical engagement with case studies or empirical data to support the theoretical claims.

Policy Relevance:

The discussion on policy gaps and the need for integrated coastal zone management is timely and relevant. The manuscript could be strengthened by including specific policy recommendations or examples of successful implementation from other regions or countries.

Interdisciplinary Approach:

The manuscript effectively draws from environmental science, tourism studies, and socio-economic development, making it suitable for a wide academic audience. This interdisciplinary approach is a strength, but the integration of these perspectives could be more seamless in some sections.

Figures and Tables:

The manuscript lacks visual elements such as figures, tables, or maps that could help illustrate key points, such as coastal vulnerability zones, tourism density, or policy frameworks. Including such visuals would enhance clarity and reader engagement.

Conclusion and Future Research:

The conclusion is rich in recommendations but could be more concise. It would be helpful to clearly outline future research directions, especially regarding empirical validation, stakeholder engagement, and regional comparisons.

Practical Implications:

The manuscript mentions managerial and administrative implications but does not elaborate on them in detail. Expanding this section could make the paper more useful for practitioners in tourism planning and environmental management.
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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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