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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

It s very interesting topic...

Please talk about more about tourism and alternative tourism relationship.
Also impact of the tourism and sustainability site.

| could not see recent literature part on the study. You should also use following
article on your paper for the more theory.

Isik, C., Dogru, T., & Turk, E. S. (2018). A nexus of linear and non-linear
relationships between tourism demand, renewable energy consumption, and
economic growth: Theory and evidence. International Journal of Tourism
Research, 20(1), 38-49.

Isik, C., Ada, A., & Boztoprak, F. (2016). Economic, social, cultural and

environmental effects on tourism development of Pasinler. Tourismos, 11(2),
92-119.

NOTE: | want to see the paper after his correction.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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