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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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) 
 

 
 

The following paper provides a comprehensive review of the literature on 
sustainable tourism practices. 
 
The choice of topic also represents the scope or setting of the study. 
 
 
 
The abstract explains everything in great detail. The research's limitations statement 
is just one of several important caveats to keep in mind. Authors should also review 
the guidelines, especially with regard to the required length of the abstract. 
 
 
 
The job is well organized, with a systematic strategy that covers the entire thing from 
beginning to end. 
 
 
 
From a scholarly point of view, it may be said that this work meets the criteria for a 
quality academic paper. 
 
 
 
It is highly suggested that authors pay closer attention to the citations they use. 
When writing a paper, it is standard practice to only cite sources that were actually 
used by the author. On top of that, we make sure that the bibliography contains all of 
the sources we cite in the debate. If a quote is used in the body of the article, the 
author is expected to create a link from that quote to the related reference in the 
bibliography (see the guidelines for more information). 
 
Authors should pay close attention to how their tables appear in the text to make 
sure they are formatted correctly and that their work is consistent. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The language used is generally understandable. However, authors must pay close attention 
to a number of sentences, especially to avoid typos and inconsistencies in punctuation. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This publication strongly endorses this manuscript for its many scholarly and practical contributions. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 

feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

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