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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by exploring ecotourism's 
impacts on local communities in a biodiversity-rich forest area, Satchari National Park in 
Bangladesh. The study's focus on residents' perceptions, especially on socio-cultural, 
environmental, and economic factors, fills a gap in ecotourism literature specific to this region. 
I appreciate the manuscript for its methodological rigor and its potential to guide policymakers 
in balancing conservation with community development. However, further clarity on mitigating 
negative environmental impacts could strengthen its practical application 
 
SEE ATTACHMENT 
 

 

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. 

 

Yes  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound due to its clear 
methodology and the use of established frameworks, such as the Ap and Crompton scale, to 
assess residents' perceptions of ecotourism. The study's comprehensive approach, including 
data collection through surveys and statistical analysis using tools like ANOVA, enhances the 
reliability of its findings. Additionally, the focus on multiple dimensions—socio-cultural, 
environmental, and economic impacts—adds depth to the analysis, ensuring a well-rounded 
understanding of the issue. The manuscript effectively incorporates relevant literature, 
grounding its conclusions in a solid theoretical background. 
 

 

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

Yes, but follow one referencing style  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes, but see the track changes on the manuscript. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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