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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript provides a comprehensive synthesis of a decade of research on ecotourism and learning in Asia, an area that has grown rapidly but remains conceptually fragmented. By systematically mapping trends, potentials, and challenges, it offers valuable insights that help researchers understand how ecotourism contributes to sustainability-oriented education. The study also highlights emerging technological, cultural, and community-based learning dimensions, which can guide future multidisciplinary research. Overall, this work strengthens the evidence base for integrating ecotourism into broader environmental education and sustainable development frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the core components of the manuscript—systematic review, trends, potentials, challenges, ecotourism, learning, and the Asian context. It accurately conveys the scope and methodological nature of the study.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well-structured, presenting the background, methods, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, it may be improved by adding a brief statement on the specific contribution or novelty of the review in comparison to existing literature. Additionally, the methods section could be made more concise by summarizing the bibliometric tools in one phrase. You may also consider simplifying the result highlights to improve readability and ensure that non-technical readers can quickly grasp the main insights.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology based on PRISMA guidelines and appropriate use of bibliometric and thematic analysis tools. The data extraction, inclusion criteria, and analytical procedures are well aligned with established standards for systematic literature reviews. The interpretations are coherent and supported by evidence from the selected studies. Minor refinements may be needed to further clarify methodological steps and ensure consistency in reporting, but the scientific foundation of the manuscript remains valid and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and include a strong proportion of recent publications from 2020–2025, ensuring the review reflects current developments in ecotourism and sustainability learning. The inclusion of interdisciplinary sources from tourism, environmental science, and education strengthens the manuscript’s scholarly foundation. However, adding a few more seminal works on systematic review methodology (e.g., PRISMA 2020 explanatory papers) and key global reports on Education for Sustainable Development (UNESCO, 2020–2023) could further enhance completeness and contextual grounding.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, and maintains an academic tone throughout. However, a few sections would benefit from minor grammatical polishing and reduction of overly long sentences to improve readability. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates good linguistic clarity with only minor edits required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and contributes valuable insights into ecotourism and learning in Asia. The methods are sound and the analysis is comprehensive. Minor language refinements and slight simplification in some sections would further enhance clarity. Overall, it is a useful and relevant contribution to the field.
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