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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 is a valuable input in the unexplored domain of river-based tourism in Assam, especially through its detailed SWOT analysis of the Brahmaputra and its tributaries. As the area of river tourism is a relatively neglected field of academic research, the study offers an opportune evaluation of the opportunities and challenges of developing river tourism. Its findings are important to researchers, policymakers, and planners looking for ways of building sustainable tourism models that balance economic growth with environmental and social considerations. The work also adds to the wider debate on tourism development in South Asia by drawing attention to a region with significant and mostly untapped potential.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly mentions the focus of the study, which is to study the potential and challenges of river tourism in Assam by a SWOT analysis. It is an accurate representation of the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and provides a good overview of the study’s objectives, approach, and major themes related to river tourism in Assam. It highlights the potential of the Brahmaputra River, the purpose of conducting a SWOT analysis, and the broader context of tourism development in the region.

However, a few improvements are suggested:

1. Clarify the methodology by briefly stating that the study is based on secondary data—this will enhance transparency.

2. Include one or two key findings from the SWOT analysis to make the abstract more informative and results-oriented.

3. Add a brief concluding statement indicating the implications of the study for policymakers or the tourism sector.

4. The abstract can be slightly shortened or streamlined to avoid repetition and improve readability.

Overall, the abstract is adequate but would benefit from more specific information about the study’s outcomes and practical relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and correctly structured. However, the manuscript would benefit from a more detailed explanation of the methodological approach, particularly how secondary data sources were selected and analyzed. Strengthening this section would enhance the scientific rigor and transparency of the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources, particularly those published within the last decade. The manuscript incorporates foundational literature on river tourism as well as contemporary studies that strengthen conceptual discussion.
Please add recent references.
Ensure consistency in citation formatting, as a few entries appear duplicated or repeated (e.g., Prideaux et al., 2009 is listed twice).
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the manuscript conveys its ideas clearly and maintains a formal academic tone throughout.
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