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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 important to the scientific community because it presents an integrated socio-ecological assessment of tourism-driven coastal transformation in a rapidly developing destination in eastern India. By combining geomorphological, environmental, spatial, and governance analyses, it strengthens interdisciplinary research on coastal sustainability. The study contributes valuable empirical evidence from the underrepresented South Asian context and proposes a replicable ecosystem-based planning framework to guide future research and policy development worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 clear and comprehensive, effectively presenting the study’s focus, methodology, key findings, and policy relevance. It successfully links the Digha case to broader sustainability debates. However, it could be slightly strengthened by briefly mentioning the mixed-method approach and including one quantified finding (e.g., erosion rates or visitor numbers). The geographic coordinates may be removed to improve conciseness. Overall, only minor refinement is needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically coherent. It uses appropriate interdisciplinary methods, integrates primary and secondary data, and supports its arguments with relevant literature and empirical evidence. To further strengthen rigor, clearer presentation of quantitative results and acknowledgment of methodological limitations would be beneficial. Overall, the study is scientifically correct with only minor improvements recommended.
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	References are sufficient, but preferer follow alphabetical order 
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and academically structured, with appropriate terminology and logical flow. However, minor grammatical refinements, removal of occasional repetition, and slight tightening of some lengthy sentences would further enhance clarity and readability. Overall, the manuscript meets academic standards, with only light language editing recommended.
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