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	[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]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 is important as it addresses a crucial, yet under-explored, paradox in tourism economics: the conflict between tourism's positive absolute growth and its diminishing relative structural significance within a rapidly growing regional economy. By quantifying this structural erosion in Kerala's economy, the paper focus from simply confirming tourism's role as a growth driver to critically analyse its proportional contribution over time. The Kerala case adds valuable evidence from a major tourism state in India and invites a shift from volume-
led to yield-led policy design. The findings have clear implications for measurement and for policymakers aiming to safeguard tourism’s structural relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title, "The Structural Erosion and the Decline of Tourism’s GDP Share in Kerala," is suitable.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 states the aim and key result well. While the abstract mentions that the decline is "mainly due to the explosive growth of non-tourism sectors... especially migrant remittances" , it could briefly mention the time period covered, which is critical to the structural analysis.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The empirical approach is reasonable for a short research note, and the OLS results are clearly reported. Authors can add a descriptive shift-share or contribution decomposition, or test for structural breaks to date the onset of erosion; and discuss endogeneity and why FEET is treated as exogenous in the growth equation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature review includes both seminal works on tourism and economic growth and recent publications addressing contemporary challenges, demonstrating that the author is current with the relevant scholarship.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents an excellent, methodologically sound, and highly relevant argument. A Minor Revision is recommended to ensure the presentation of the policy implications and future research directions are fully integrated with the conclusions and limitations of the current study.
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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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