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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides a comprehensive bibliometric and systematic review of global research on the socio-economic impacts of tourism from 2000 to 2024. It offers valuable insights into research trends, international collaboration, and thematic developments in tourism studies. By integrating quantitative bibliometric analysis with qualitative thematic review, the study enhances understanding of how tourism influences economic development, social cohesion, and inequality. The findings are useful for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working toward inclusive and sustainable tourism development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Alternative Title: "Socio-Economic Impacts of Tourism on Local Communities: A Bibliometric and Systematic Review (2000-2024)"

Rationale for suggestion:
· Adding "on Local Communities" clarifies the specific focus of the study

· Including the timeframe "(2000-2024)" immediately signals the scope and currency of the research

· This makes the title more informative and helps readers quickly assess relevanc
	

	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 comprehensive overall but requires refinement in several areas:
Suggested Additions:
1. Specific sample size: Add "Based on systematic analysis of 283 peer-reviewed articles..." to provide concrete scope

2. Key numerical findings: Include 1-2 quantitative results from the bibliometric analysis (e.g., "China, United States, and Australia emerged as leading contributors, accounting for X% of publications")

3. Main research gaps identified: Briefly mention 1-2 specific gaps to preview the study's contribution
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound but requires methodological improvements:
· Search strategy (lines 122-123) needs clarification - the Boolean operators appear incomplete and may incorrectly capture non-tourism studies on "local development"

· Screening process lacks transparency - the 72% exclusion rate (1018→283 articles) needs detailed justification with specific inclusion/exclusion criteria and inter-rater reliability measures

· Thematic analysis methodology is not clear - requires explicit coding framework and explanation of how themes were identified and validated

· Key limitations are inadequately addressed - single database selection (WoS only), English-language restriction, and potential publication bias should be acknowledged and justified
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Missing key methodological references - The manuscript lacks essential citations for bibliometric methodology (van Eck & Waltman on VOSviewer), systematic review guidelines (PRISMA), and theoretical frameworks (Butler's Tourism Area Life Cycle, Social Exchange Theory) 

 Insufficient coverage of contemporary topics - While 2023-2024 studies are included, critical emerging themes mentioned in the findings are underrepresented: post-COVID-19 tourism impacts, climate change and sustainability research, overtourism studies, and digital transformation/sharing economy effects need more recent citations (2022-2024)
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates adequate English proficiency but requires substantial language editing for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Strengthen critical analysis - The manuscript tends toward descriptive presentation rather than critical evaluation; enhance discussion of why certain patterns emerged in bibliometric data, address contradictions in the literature, and explore theoretical implications of findings 

  Expand research gaps and future directions - While mentioned in the abstract, provide specific details about methodological gaps (e.g., lack of longitudinal studies, need for mixed methods), geographic gaps (underrepresented regions like Africa, Middle East, SIDS), and emerging thematic areas requiring investigation 

  Improve structure and flow - Consider adding a separate literature review section, include subsection headings in the Introduction for better navigation, and ensure smooth transitions between sections 

  Add missing elements - Include funding statement, data availability statement, conflict of interest declaration, and ensure all figures/tables (particularly Chart 1) follow standardized formats (PRISMA flowchart recommended) 

  Enhance practical contributions - Strengthen policy implications section with specific, actionable recommendations for tourism planners, policymakers, local community organizations, and tourism operators to maximize the manuscript's real-world impact
Your manuscript addresses an important topic with valuable dual methodology. Critical revisions required: Complete methodology transparency (search strategy, screening process, thematic analysis), add methodological references and explicit conceptual framework. Strongly recommended: Expand limitations discussion, add contemporary references (COVID-19, climate change, overtourism), enhance critical analysis, and standardize reference formatting. Additional improvements: Include operational definitions, strengthen practical implications, and better integrate theoretical frameworks. Please provide a point-by-point response addressing each comment systematically.
Strengths: Important timely topic with robust dual methodology (bibliometric + systematic review), comprehensive 24-year scope analyzing 283 articles, strong practical relevance, and extensive references (+5.0 points).
Weaknesses: Methodological transparency issues, missing key methodological details and references, limited critical analysis (-2.5 points).
Critical Revisions Required: Clarify complete search strategy and screening process; add PRISMA flowchart; detail thematic analysis methodology; expand limitations section; add missing methodological/contemporary references; include explicit conceptual framework; strengthen critical analysis and research gaps discussion; standardize reference formatting.
Recommendation: The core contribution is solid but execution needs significant improvement in methodological transparency and analytical depth before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues detected; however, authors should verify data usage complies with Web of Science terms of service, obtain permissions for any reproduced figures, confirm this is original unpublished work, and ensure all authors have approved the final manuscript
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