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	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 holds importance for the scientific community as it sheds light on how ecotourism can influence the lives of rural and tribal communities, especially in regions like Khutaghat Dam in Chhattisgarh. It combines real-life data and local voices to show both the benefits and the gaps in current ecotourism efforts. The study is particularly relevant for researchers and policymakers working on sustainable development, as it touches on key areas like income generation, education, gender roles, and community participation. It also adds to broader discussions around achieving long-term, inclusive growth through responsible tourism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is clear in intent, but it reads more like a research objective rather than a polished academic title. It could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
Alternative title: "Ecotourism and Socio-Economic Transformation: A Case Study of Native Communities around Khutaghat Dam, Chhattisgarh"
	

	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.


	Even though the abstract of the article is fairly comprehensive in terms of covering key aspects of the study, including the study area, context, problem, findings, and recommendations, it could be improved with better structure, clarity, and brevity.
1) Length and Redundancy: (It is too long for a standard abstract. Abstracts should ideally be 200–300 words. Some points are repeated (e.g., poverty, lack of training).
2) Missing Methodological Detail: No mention of the methods used (surveys, interviews, FGDs).
This is critical in social science abstracts to establish credibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its approach and content, especially for a social science and development studies context. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and recent.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript tackles an important topic with a solid mix of data and theory, providing valuable insights into ecotourism’s role in rural development at Khutaghat Dam. It fairly presents both benefits and challenges, offering practical recommendations. It can make a strong contribution to research and policy on community-based ecotourism.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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