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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.


	The research investigates an important current issue which pertains to sustainable tourism development strategies. Evaluating the recreational tourism potential of Akyaka using SWOT analysis is valuable due to the ecological sensitivity and cultural richness of the region. The research provides useful guidelines which help planners achieve proper management between tourism expansion and nature protection. Academic institutions would gain more research value when the author shows the research gap and connects this study to existing sustainable tourism research findings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title shows both the research approach and the specific study area but the addition of "in Cities" could suggest a study that compares different urban areas although the paper investigates one specific area. The research needs a title which exactly describes its investigation to achieve the best possible representation. Suggested revision: “Evaluation of Recreational Tourism Potential Using SWOT Analysis: The Case of Akyaka Region.”


	

	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 clearly presents the purpose, method, and general findings. The study fails to show both the specific research gap and its theoretical value. The research methodology section contains minimal information about the study methods and the main results are presented at a high level of abstraction. The abstract section needs to show the research gap and describe the data collection methods and SWOT construction techniques and present two to three main findings and demonstrate the research significance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is conceptually coherent and SWOT is appropriate for strategic tourism planning. The methodology section fails to specify the duration of fieldwork because it lacks information about observation methods and SWOT factor selection criteria and validation and expert consultation procedures. The research needs to show its methods more clearly to achieve better reliability results. The SWOT table contains detailed information which mainly consists of descriptive content. The discussion section of the paper presents the SWOT analysis results without conducting any meaningful evaluation of these research results. The research would achieve higher value through improved connections between the SWOT results and previous studies and additional assessment of sustainability-related trade-offs.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes foundational sources; however, many are dated. The research needs additional peer-reviewed studies from the last five to seven years which focus on sustainable tourism governance and climate change adaptation and carrying capacity and destination resilience. All elements in citation formatting need to follow a standardized format structure.


	

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


	The manuscript needs expert language editing services for its preparation. The document contains various grammatical mistakes and complex language and incorrect technical terminology which includes "Construction Printing" and "External Work Strategy". The document needs all headings and terminology to stay consistent throughout its entire content.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion needs to demonstrate its original research findings instead of repeating what has already been presented. The figures need to have standardized captions while researchers must explain their data sources in detail. The document needs an ethical statement section which should provide short information to enable readers better understand the material.
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