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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Detailed Critical Comments

The core idea of the paper is valuable and worth . But I have the following concerns on the paper  
Major Concerns

1. Methodological Weakness: It  is the one of the most significant drawbacks . The methodology part speaks that  the paper primarily adopts a qualitative approach, depending  on direct observation... and insights gathered from local people. However, the "Results and Discussion" section contains no primary data.:  The  specific behaviors, interactions, or spatial arrangements were found missing. The description of the Thai market (Section 3.1) is purely descriptive based on secondary sources, in spite of  the visit . The paper  heavily  depends on existing literature (Thongpanya, 2018, etc.). While the paper cites several international and Thai sources, literature on Indian tourism  particularly on Kerala, is found insufficient . The author is silent regarding what is Kerala model of tourism? 

2. Lack of Critical Contextualization: The paper is seen almost success to  outline the Thai model but fails to critically analyze the profound differences between Thailand model and  and Kerala model of tourism that would impact its "localization." The paper mentions Socio-Cultural and Economic Differences,  but doesn't explore them. For example ,  the role of Theravada Buddhism and the Thai monarchy to  shape the social hierarchy and community cooperation is entirely  different from Kerala's caste, religious, and political landscape . There arises a question 'How would these differences affect the proposed "community-based governance" model? The paper tells  "informal forms of floating markets" at Sambranikodi.   The power dynamics, existing conflicts, and operational challenges there are found missing.  A successful model must be built on understanding these local realities. The paper would be a  stronger if it contained  the Sambranikodi  as a central case study.

3. Please try to include the following 

a. The roles played by vendors, boat operators, residents in Thailand  b. The most surprising or critical insights of the local people in Thailand shared that are not found in the existing literature C. Please explain proposed floating market model specifically and concretely addresses  the risk of "overcrowding, pollution, over-construction" in Kerala's current model d. The paper has proposed a "community-based governance" model. Given Kerala's history of strong local governance (Panchayati Raj)  Please propose a more specific institutional framework  

Recommendations

I recommend Major Revisions.- If the  is to be considered  as an empirical one ,it requires data sources . If it is to be a conceptual paper, it  must be reframed  as such and to deepen the theoretical and critical analysis of the adaptation process, moving far beyond a simple "lessons learned" approach to a more context-aware, and critical framework for sustainable tourism development.The authors must either (a) restructure the paper as a conceptual or policy paper, clearly stating that it is a synthesis of existing literature and observational inspiration, not an empirical study, or (b) conduct and integrate genuine qualitative research. This could involve a systematic analysis of their field notes and a proper analysis of any interviews or conversations held in Thailand. For the Kerala side, preliminary focus group discussions with houseboat operators, local residents in potential sites (like Sambranikodi), and tourism officials would provide the "community perception" data the abstract and Section 3.3 promise but do not deliver.
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