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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes. Besides discussing on Aqua Tourism for economic 

development, indirectly, its support the objectives of Sustainable 
Development Goals@ SDG 1 (No poverty), SDG 8 (Decent work & 
economic growth) as well as SDG 14 (Life below water) which is 
very useful for community development. 
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Advisable to add “Year” of the survey at “Source: Primary Survey” @ Table 1-4. 
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