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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 manuscript addresses a critical issue at the intersection of ecological conservation and economic development. The Manuscript is Within the Indian context where biodiversity is both rich and under pressure constantly. By providing a detailed and well-researched analysis of wildlife tourism's multi perspective role as a change agent for conservation and a potential source of environmental degradation this manuscript adds significant value to field of wildlife tourism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "Balancing Conservation and Commercialization: A Study on the Impact of Wildlife Tourism in Biodiversity" shows the essence of the study reasonably well, but it could be refined for preciseness and glocal appeal.

Suggested Title is as follows : 

"Sustaining the Wild: A Critical Study of Wildlife Tourism and Biodiversity Conservation in India"
	

	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.


	I find the manuscript scientifically to right academic tone and well structured, but there are areas that require refinement to enhance academic tone.

Abstract should indicate: specific findings or arguments

Refinement in Methodology: Include the time frame nature of sources, and criteria for selection to strengthen the academic tonality.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Topic Relevance - between biodiversity conservation and the economic growth of wildlife tourism in India.

· Comprehensive View: It travels ecological, economic, social, and policy dimensions offering a macro perspective of wildlife tourism.

· Secondary Research Methodology: The descriptive literature-based methodology is appropriate given the subject, and sources include recent academic papers, policy reports, and government documents.

· Balanced Perspective: The manuscript presents both positive and negative impacts, showing awareness of complex trade-offs and the need for sustainable solutions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are adequate, recent, and relevant. Most are from 2020 to 2025, which aligns well with the expectations of an international peer-reviewed journal for a literature-based study. These references cover academic journal articles, government policy reports, and credible institutional sources.
	

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


	· The ideas are clearly structured, and the flow of sections (Introduction, Methodology, Discussion, etc.) 

· The vocabulary is rich and contextually appropriate, showing a genuine effort to engage with academic discourse.

· Technical terms related to wildlife tourism, conservation, and policy are used, which aligns with field expectations.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript elaborates on a very balanced perspective, discussing both the benefits and drawbacks of wildlife tourism sector without favoring any particular stakeholder, region, or any commercial interest.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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