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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is an important contribution to the academic community as it examines the environmental sustainability practices of the hotel industry in Ghana, a geographical area that has been little researched. The study highlights that environmental awareness in the hospitality industry is growing in developing countries, which can contribute to the achievement of global sustainability goals. The manuscript offers new perspectives on the development of sustainability strategies in the hotel industry and can provide practical guidance for policymakers and hotel operators. The research may facilitate future comparative analyses between other regions
and countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title clearly indicates the topic and it suggests a practical, field-oriented investigation, which is attractive to readers. However, the title doesn’t reflect that the research is based on secondary data analysis rather than primary data collection.
	

	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.
	The abstract includes the objective, methods, and a brief description of the results. The keywords are well chosen and relevant to the topic. However, several sections are repeated almost verbatim within the abstract. The description of the methods is weak: the abstract only mentions data collection in general terms, but doesn’t specify the criteria used to select articles. The results section is too general, does not include specific figures, trends, or main findings, and doesn’t mention the limitations of the research or its practical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic of the manuscript is timely and important, as environmental sustainability is a serious research topic in the hotel industry. The manuscript refers to itself as an "empirical study," but it is actually a systematic
literature review. There is a lot of repetition in the text, which detracts from its academic quality. The research methodology is incomplete (for example, the criteria for selecting articles are not defined).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The number of references is sufficiently high, using recent sources, with many references coming from publications between 2020 and 2024. The authors also cite leading journals relevant to the topic. However, in several places, the same sources are referenced within the same text, which detracts from the flow of the text. The study synthesizes rather than critically analyzes the referenced works.
	




	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
The language is generally correct, but there are some repetitive sentences and redundancies that need to be cut, and there are some typos and stylistic errors that make the text a bit confusing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The study clearly states a general research objective, but there is no explicitly described operational research question or hypothesis. At the end of the study, the authors draw general conclusions, but these are not linked to hypothesis testing.
The study should clearly state the research questions and hypotheses and then reflect on their answers in the conclusion.
The study provides some general recommendations (e.g., energy-efficient technologies, waste reduction), but these are not specific enough, and the generalizability of the results (e.g., to other countries, other industries) is not discussed.
The study lacks figures or tables, which reduces its clarity and informative value. It is strongly recommended that summary tables or graphs be included in the study.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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