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ABSTRACT:
As urban destinations reach ecological and infrastructural saturation, rural tourism has
emerged as a key strategy for sustainable regional development, cultural preservation, and
economic decentralized growth in Karnataka. This study evaluates the economic dynamics of
Karnataka's rural tourism sector from 2018 to 2026. Using a mixed-methods research design,
it evaluates financial spending patterns, quantitative Return on Investment (ROI) metrics, and
macroeconomic growth indicators like employment generation and revenue retention.
The empirical findings reveal a Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) of 8.5% in rural
tourist arrivals, accompanied by an exceptional macro-level revenue ROI ratio of 1:4.5.
Micro-level case evaluations of the homestay industry in Coorg and Hampi, eco-tourism
frameworks in Agumbe, agro-tourism in Sakleshpur, and heritage clusters in Badami and
Anegundi demonstrate that strategic financial interventions catalyze localized economic
multipliers.
However, structural deficits—including high seasonal variance (60% peak concentration),
fragmented digital footprints, and a lack of integrated theoretical frameworks—Iimit the
sector's long-term viability. This paper addresses these gaps by establishing an integrated
theoretical model that links Community-Based Tourism (CBT) and stakeholder theory to
public-private partnerships (PPPs). Ultimately, this study provides actionable, data-driven
policy recommendations designed to improve infrastructure, implement targeted tax
incentives, and deploy Al-driven digital marketing frameworks to maximize sustainable rural
development.
Keyword (s): Karnataka, Rural Tourism, Financial Investment, Return on Investment (ROI),
Economic Development, Sustainable Tourism, Multiplier Effect, Public-Private Partnerships
(PPP).
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1. INTRODUCTION:

1.1. Background and Contextual Evolution:
Globally, tourism has evolved from a leisure activity into a core driver of macroeconomic
growth, industrial diversification, and infrastructure development. Historically, tourism
frameworks have prioritized capital-intensive urban and post-industrial centers. However,
this concentration has often led to environmental degradation, cultural commodification, and
unbalanced regional growth.
In response, modern tourism policy has shifted toward decentralization, with rural tourism
becoming an effective tool for regional economic revitalization. Rural tourism encompasses a
broad range of village-based travel experiences, including agritourism, eco-tourism, cultural
heritage tourism, and adventure travel. It leverages a region’s unique landscape, local
heritage, and traditional lifestyles to create value for rural communities.
In India, where over 60% of the population resides in rural areas, rural tourism offers a
practical way to mitigate agrarian distress, reduce rural-to-urban migration, and preserve
intangible cultural heritage. The state of Karnataka, located in the southwestern peninsular
region of India, serves as an ideal case study for this approach. Karnataka features a diverse
geography that spans coastal plains, the Western Ghats (a biodiversity hotspot), and the
Deccan plateau. This terrain supports a rich variety of rural tourism products, ranging from
the coffee plantations of Sakleshpur and Coorg to the heritage landscapes of Anegundi and
Badami.
Recognizing this potential, the Government of Karnataka, primarily through the Department
of Tourism and the Karnataka State Tourism Development Corporation (KSTDC), has
launched targeted policies to position the state as a premier destination for sustainable rural
tourism.
1.2. Statement of the Problem
Despite its growth potential, Karnataka’s rural tourism sector operates well below its
capacity. It faces several structural challenges, including:

e Inadequate road infrastructure and unreliable digital connectivity, which limit access

to remote destinations.
e High seasonal volatility, which creates economic instability for local operators.

e Limited access to formal financial capital for small-scale rural entrepreneurs.

Furthermore, while public and private investments have increased over the last decade, there

remains a notable lack of rigorous empirical research quantifying the economic returns on
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these funds. Most existing studies focus on qualitative narratives of cultural heritage or

environmental conservation, leaving the relationship between capital expenditure, visitor

spending patterns, and community-level Return on Investment (ROI) poorly understood. This

research gap makes it difficult for policymakers and private investors to allocate resources

efficiently, which can hinder the development of sustainable, long-term scalability.
1.3. Study Objectives:

To analyse the financial investment in Karnataka for rural tourism.

To assess the socio-economic impact of development in the rural tourism.

To identify the sustainable growth challenges and opportunities.

To explore the policy measures in Karnataka government which can further increase
the rural tourism.

Assess the role of digital marketing concept and its technology in promotion of rural

tourism.

1.4. Significance of the Study

This study contributes to the literature on regional economics and sustainable tourism in three

main ways:

Methodologically: It connects secondary macroeconomic data from government
bodies with localized case studies, providing a comprehensive view of the sector's
financial performance.

Theoretically: It applies established tourism frameworks to the specific socio-
economic conditions of rural Karnataka, helping to explain the mechanics of localized
economic multipliers.

Practically: It provides data-driven, actionable recommendations for government
agencies (such as KSTDC), private hospitality investors, and rural community leaders
looking to optimize resource allocation and build resilience against market

fluctuations.

2. REVIEW OF LITERATURE (ROL)

The academic literature on rural tourism highlights its dual role as both an economic catalyst

and a tool for sustainable community development. To establish a strong foundation for this

study, this section reviews the theoretical frameworks and empirical research shaping modern

tourism management.

2.1. Theoretical Frameworks
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Community-Based Tourism (CBT)

Community-Based Tourism (CBT) serves as a primary framework for understanding rural
tourism. First formalized by Murphy (1985), CBT argues that for tourism to be sustainable,
local communities must actively participate in its planning, management, and execution. The
model states that when rural residents control local tourism assets—such as homestays,
artisanal workshops, and guiding services—a larger share of visitor spending remains within
the local economy. This minimizes economic leakage, where profits flow out to external
corporate entities, and ensures that financial returns directly fund community development
and infrastructure.

Stakeholder Theory in Tourism

Freeman’s (1984) Stakeholder Theory is also central to evaluating rural tourism ecosystems.
This framework views successful tourism development as a balance of interests among
multiple groups, including:

e Government tourism boards (e.g., KSTDC),

« Private entrepreneurs and hospitality operators,
e Local residents, and

e Traveling consumers.

Byrd (2007) adapted this theory for sustainable tourism, noting that conflicts over resource
use, cultural commodification, and infrastructure distribution often occur if any stakeholder
group is left out of the planning process. This study uses Stakeholder Theory to analyze how
public policy interventions and private investments interact to influence community-level
outcomes.
The Tourism Multiplier Effect
The economic impact of rural tourism is driven by the Tourism Multiplier Effect, originally
detailed by Archer and Owen (1971). This model breaks down the economic influence of
tourist spending into three tiers:

1. Direct Impacts: Immediate spending by tourists on accommodation, food, transport,

and local crafts.

2. Indirect Impacts: Secondary business-to-business transactions triggered within the

supply chain, such as homestays purchasing fresh produce from local farmers.
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3. Induced Impacts: Increased spending by local employees who earn wages directly or

indirectly from the tourism sector.

In rural areas, a high multiplier effect suggests that initial capital investments can generate

broad, decentralized economic benefits across the community.

2.2 Empirical Studies on Rural Tourism and ROI

A look at the empirical literature shows a clear global trend toward using rural tourism to
revitalize struggling agrarian economies. Fleischer and Felsenstein (2000) evaluated capital
support programs for rural tourism in Israel, finding that small-scale hospitality investments
generated strong returns in employment and income, with a low capital-to-job ratio.
Similarly, Gao et al. (2009) examined agritourism models in rural China, demonstrating that
integrating agricultural production with leisure tourism significantly raised household income
for local farmers while diversifying their financial risks.

In the Indian context, Lane (1994) and subsequent regional researchers have analyzed how
rural tourism acts as an alternative revenue source. Sharpley (2002) noted that while rural
tourism provides clear economic benefits, its success depends heavily on structural support,
such as reliable road networks, continuous training for local operators, and targeted
institutional financing.

Regarding South India, Pramanik and Ingkadijaya (2018) highlighted that homestays in
Kerala and Karnataka successfully preserve local culture while delivering stable financial
returns. However, their research also pointed to persistent challenges, such as fragmented
digital visibility and a lack of formalized quality standards across rural destinations.

This study builds on these findings by providing an empirical analysis of capital spending and

quantitative ROl metrics across diverse geographic regions within Karnataka.

3. METHODOLOGY:
This study uses a structured, mixed-methods research design to combine quantitative
financial analysis with qualitative case studies. This approach provides a comprehensive view

of the performance, challenges, and structural dynamics of Karnataka’s rural tourism sector.

3.1. Data Collection Sources and Typology
Secondary Data Collection
The quantitative foundation of this paper relies on secondary data spanning a nine-year
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period (2018-2026). The current data covers historical trends and projected performance

metrics. Key data sources include:

The Ministry of Tourism, Government of India: Annual Tourism Statistics
Reports, market research updates, and national rural tourism strategy papers.

The Department of Tourism, Government of Karnataka & KSTDC: Performance
records for the Karnataka Tourism Policy 2020-2025, financial statements, and

regional funding allocations.

The Tourism Board of Karnataka: Regional visitor tracking data, registered

homestay statistics, and economic impact assessments.

Peer-Reviewed Journals and Research Monographs: Academic studies detailing

rural development, tourism multipliers, and regional economics in South India.

Purposive Multi-Site Case Studies

To complement the macro-level data, we conducted qualitative assessments of five distinct

rural tourism ecosystems in Karnataka:

1.

Coorg Homestay Cluster (Agritourism and Eco-hospitality).
Hampi-Anegundi Corridor (Heritage Tourism and Cultural Preservation).
Agumbe Region (Eco-tourism and Conservation-led Travel).

Sakleshpur Highlands (Coffee Plantation Agritourism).

Gokarna Rural Littoral Zone (Coastal Rural Community Tourism).

3.2 Data Analysis and Analytical Tools

The collected data was processed and analyzed using three main methods:

Statistical Trend and Forecast Analysis

Macroeconomic indicators—such as capital investments, total tourism revenues, and

employment numbers—were organized chronologically. Descriptive statistics were used to

calculate percentage growth rates and track trends across the study period. The Compound

Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) for tourist arrivals was computed using the standard formula:

CAGR = ( Vina ) 1

initial
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Cost-Benefit and Return on Investment (ROI) Metrics

The efficiency of capital investments in rural tourism was evaluated using two main metrics:
the macro-economic yield ratio and the micro-enterprise investment return. At the macro
level, the tourism investment yield ratio is expressed as:

Total Annual Rural Tourism Revenue

M ROI Ratio =
acro ame Total Public & Private Capital Investment

Strategic SWOT Framework

To better understand the operational context, a Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and
Threats (SWOT) analysis was applied to the sector. This framework helps identify internal
structural capabilities and external market challenges facing rural communities across

Karnataka.

4. EMPIRICAL RESULTS AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

4.1 Macroeconomic Growth Indicators (2018-2026)

An analysis of the longitudinal data demonstrates substantial expansion across all primary
performance metrics within Karnataka’s rural tourism sector between 2018 and 2026.

Table 1: Macroeconomic Indicators of Karnataka’s Rural Tourism Sector (2018-2026):

Year Investment in | Rural Tourism | Generation of
Rural Tourist (in | Revenue (in | Employment
Crore) Crore) (Lakhs)

2018 320 1,200 3.5

2019 410 1,450 4.2

2020 380 1,100 3.8

2021 450 1,800 4.7

2022 500 2,100 5.2

2023 550 2,500 6.0

2024 620 2,850 6.6

2025 700 3,250 7.3

2026 780 3,700 8.1

(Sources: Synthesized from Ministry of Tourism, Government of India; Tourism Board of

Karnataka; and projected data frameworks for 2024-2026.)

Capital Allocation Growth
Total capital investment in rural tourism increased from INR 320 Crore in 2018 to INR 780
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Crore in 2026, representing a cumulative increase of 143.75%. This growth was driven by
steady annual increases of approximately 10% in public infrastructure spending,
supplemented by rising private investment.

Sectoral Revenue Growth

Annual revenue generated within the rural tourism sector rose from INR 1,200 Crore in 2018
to INR 3,700 Crore in 2026—a cumulative expansion of 208.33%. This growth reflects
strong post-pandemic interest in low-density, outdoor, and nature-based travel experiences.
Employment Metrics

Direct and indirect employment in rural areas grew from 3.5 lakh individuals in 2018 to 8.1

lakh individuals in 2026, marking a 131.43% expansion in local livelihood opportunities.

4.2 Capital Efficiency and Return on Investment (ROI) Analysis

Macro-Level Return Dynamics

By analyzing cumulative financial allocations alongside total sector revenues, we find that
the average macro-level ROI for rural tourism in Karnataka stands at a 1:4.5 ratio. This
indicates that for every INR 1 Crore invested in rural tourism assets and support
infrastructure, the state's rural economy generates approximately INR 4.5 Crore in aggregate
economic output. This high multiplier effect suggests that rural tourism is a highly efficient
tool for regional wealth distribution compared to more capital-intensive urban infrastructure

projects.

Sector-Specific Contributions:

The decentralized homestay sector has become a major driver of this financial performance.
Taken alone, the rural homestay ecosystem generates over INR 600 Crore annually, with a
projected compound growth rate of 15% per year. This segment features a high rate of local
income retention, as standard operating expenses typically go directly toward purchasing

local agricultural produce, hiring local staff, and supporting community services.

4.3 Tourist Arrival Trends and Seasonal Volatility

Analysis of visitor data shows a Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) of 8.5% in rural
tourist arrivals between 2018 and 2026. Total domestic visitor volume grew from 10.2
million in 2018 to 15.6 million in 2023, and continued to climb through 2026. International
tourist visits to rural destinations also grew at a steady annual rate of 6.8% over the same
period.
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However, the sector faces a structural challenge from high seasonal concentration:

Peak Travel Season (October to March): Accounts for 60% of total annual tourist
arrivals. This period benefits from favorable weather and regional cultural festivals,

but it often strains local infrastructure, water resources, and community capacity.

Off-Peak Season (April to September): Accounts for 40% of annual arrivals. High
summer temperatures followed by heavy monsoon rains lead to a drop in visitor
numbers, causing seasonal unemployment and inconsistent cash flows for local

operators.

5. COMPREHENSIVE SWOT ANALYSIS:

To provide a clear overview of the operational and strategic dynamics within Karnataka’s

rural tourism sector, a comprehensive SWOT analysis is detailed below:

Strengths

Diverse Cultural and Natural Heritage: Karnataka features varied geographical
assets, including the Western Ghats biodiversity hotspots, coastal strips, and

prominent archaeological clusters.

Established Institutional Framework: Supported by the Karnataka Tourism Policy

2020-2025, which includes explicit development funds for rural enterprises.

Active Community-Led Initiatives: A growing network of registered homestays
directly involves local families, reducing economic leakage and building local

ownership.

Favorable Macro-Level Yields: A high 1:4.5 investment-to-revenue ratio

demonstrates strong efficiency in local wealth generation.

Weaknesses

Infrastructural Disconnections: Last-mile road connectivity, inadequate waste

management systems, and spotty cellular networks limit access to remote destinations.

High Seasonal Concentration: 60% of annual revenue is concentrated within a six-

month window, creating cash-flow challenges during off-peak periods.

Language and Technical Skill Gaps: Limited digital literacy and specialized
hospitality training among rural operators can affect service quality and international
marketing.
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Fragmented Quantitative Data: A lack of centralized tracking frameworks makes it

difficult to assess real-time visitor spending and micro-level ROI.

Opportunities

Agritourism Expansion: Direct integration with coffee, spice, and traditional

agricultural plantations allows for multi-stream income models.

Al-Driven and Digital Marketing: Utilizing artificial intelligence, targeted social
media localization, and virtual reality previews can help attract a broader global

audience.

Public-Private Partnerships (PPPs): Collaborating with global travel agencies and

corporate impact funds can secure private capital for local infrastructure projects.

Monsoon Tourism Initiatives: Developing targeted, off-season wellness packages—
such as traditional Ayurvedic rejuvenation retreats—can help stabilize year-round

visitor arrivals.

Threats

Ecological Degradation: Unchecked visitor growth risks damaging fragile

ecosystems, particularly in high-volume areas like Coorg and Agumbe.

Cultural Commodification: Rapid commercialization can dilute authentic local

customs and traditional lifestyles to meet mass-market expectations.

Economic Climate Volatility: Shifts in discretionary consumer spending or broader

macroeconomic changes can quickly impact leisure travel budgets.

Inter-State Competition: Neighboring states with established rural and wellness

tourism brands (such as Kerala and Goa) present ongoing market competition.

6. MULTI-SITE CASE STUDIES

6.1 Coorg Homestay Industry: Agritourism and Local Economic Multipliers

The Kodagu (Coorg) district serves as a prime example of decentralized hospitality in

Karnataka. In 2023, the registered homestay network in Coorg generated an estimated INR

50 Crore in direct localized revenue. By integrating accommodation directly into operating

coffee and spice plantations, operators created an agritourism model that helps insulate

households from fluctuations in global agricultural commodity prices.
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Financially, this model delivers an impressive micro-level ROI, with local operators retaining
a significant share of revenue by sourcing food, laundry, and guide services within the
immediate village ecosystem.

6.2 Heritage Tourism in Badami and Anegundi: Cultural Preservation

The historical circuits of Badami (famous for its rock-cut cave temples) and Anegundi
(located near the Hampi UNESCO World Heritage site) recorded a 25% increase in annual
tourist footfall following targeted preservation and infrastructure improvements. In
Anegundi, introducing community-based heritage walks and craft workshops successfully
linked historic conservation with local livelihood development. This visitor growth directly
expanded opportunities for local artisans, traditional performance groups, and small retail
businesses, demonstrating how cultural assets can drive sustainable economic returns.

6.3 Eco-Tourism Frameworks in Agumbe: High-Value, Low-Impact Conservation
Agumbe, located in the Shimoga district, is recognized for its dense rainforests and high
annual rainfall. It functions as a key model for low-impact eco-tourism, contributing
approximately INR 30 Crore annually to the local economy.

To protect the area's biodiversity, local authorities restricted mass-scale resort construction in
favor of community-managed eco-lodges and regulated wildlife trekking programs. This
high-value, low-volume approach helps protect a fragile ecological zone while providing
sustainable incomes for local guides, research assistants, and small-scale hospitality
operators.

6.4 Coffee Plantation Tourism in Sakleshpur: Diversified Agritourism

Similar to Coorg, Sakleshpur has leveraged its extensive coffee and cardamom plantations to
build a successful agritourism niche. This segment contributes approximately INR 30 Crore
annually to the regional economy.

Operators here focus on immersive plantation experiences, nature trails, and educational farm
tours. This diversification has helped stabilize rural incomes during periods of unpredictable
agricultural yields, proving that integrating experiential travel with active farming can
improve household financial resilience.

6.5 Beach and Rural Coastal Tourism in Gokarna: Balancing Growth

The rural areas surrounding the coastal town of Gokarna generated an estimated INR 75
Crore in revenue in 2023. This growth was driven by a steady influx of domestic and
international travelers looking for quieter alternatives to highly commercialized beach
destinations.
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However, Gokarna's rapid growth highlights the critical need to balance rising tourism

revenues with environmental protections, particularly regarding waste management, water

access, and protecting the livelihoods of traditional fishing communities.

7. STRATEGIC POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

To build on the sector's positive ROI and address its structural challenges, this study proposes

four core policy interventions:

7.1 Infrastructure Optimization and Targeted Fiscal Incentives

Infrastructural Funding: The Government of Karnataka should increase capital
allocations for rural tourism infrastructure, focusing on improving last-mile road
access, waste management, and solar-powered street lighting in designated tourism

villages.

Targeted Tax Incentives: To lower barriers to entry for local residents, the state
should offer targeted financial incentives. These could include multi-year exemptions
on luxury and commercial property taxes for rural households converting portions of

their properties into certified homestays.

Streamlined Institutional Credit: Creating dedicated, low-interest micro-credit
windows through regional rural banks would help local entrepreneurs access formal

capital without relying on informal lenders.

7.2 Strengthening Public-Private-Community Partnerships (PPCP)

The PPCP Model: Traditional Public-Private Partnership (PPP) models should be
updated to a Public-Private-Community Partnership (PPCP) framework. This ensures
that local village councils (Gram Panchayats) maintain a formal say in zoning, land

use, and development choices.

Joint Ventures: KSTDC can help set up joint ventures where private hospitality
brands manage booking systems and logistics, while local community cooperatives

retain ownership of land assets and provide on-site operational services.

7.3 Digitization and Al-Driven Hyper-Localized Marketing

Digital Capacity Building: The Department of Tourism should launch a state-wide
digital training initiative to help rural operators use online booking engines, manage

listings on global travel platforms, and process digital payments.
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e Al-Driven Travel Guides: Developing centralized, Al-driven digital platforms can
improve the visitor experience. These applications can offer real-time translations,
interactive map navigation for remote trails, and curated cultural itineraries, helping to

connect independent travelers with lesser-known rural destinations.

7.4 Mitigating Seasonality and Promoting Long-Term Ecological Sustainability
o Diversifying Off-Peak Offerings: To balance seasonal variations, policymakers
should encourage alternative tourism experiences during the monsoon and summer
months. This could include developing traditional wellness and Ayurvedic packages,
hosting seasonal monsoon photography workshops, or promoting corporate wellness

retreats in rural settings.

o Carrying-Capacity Management: To protect vulnerable natural environments, local
authorities should establish clear carrying-capacity limits for highly visited areas like
Coorg and Agumbe. Implementing mandatory digital registration and capped daily
entry limits for sensitive ecological trails can help prevent overtourism and preserve

natural resources for the long term.

8. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE RESEARCH HORIZONS

8.1 Synthesis of Key Findings

This study demonstrates that rural tourism in Karnataka is an efficient vehicle for regional
economic development, delivering a strong macro-level ROI ratio of 1:4.5. Between 2018
and 2026, targeted capital allocations helped drive a CAGR of 8.5% in rural tourist arrivals
and expanded employment to over 8.1 lakh individuals.

Case studies across Coorg, Hampi, Agumbe, Sakleshpur, and Gokarna show that when
communities are actively involved, tourism revenue can effectively support local livelihoods
and fund conservation efforts. However, structural challenges—including high seasonal
volatility, fragmented digital access, and infrastructure deficits—continue to limit the sector's

total impact.

8.2 Strategic Vision for the Future

To transition from a seasonal travel option to a stable, year-round industry, Karnataka’s rural

tourism sector requires coordinated policy updates. By addressing infrastructure gaps, setting

up balanced public-private-community partnerships, and utilizing modern digital marketing

tools, the state can improve economic returns while protecting its natural and cultural
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heritage. Adopting these sustainable practices ensures that tourism growth directly
contributes to the long-term resilience of rural communities across the state.

8.3 Limitations and Directions for Future Research

While this study combines macro-level data with regional case evaluations, it has certain
limitations. The quantitative analysis relies primarily on aggregated secondary data from
government agencies, which can sometimes underreport informal economic activity within
rural villages.

Future research should focus on wide-scale, primary household surveys across different
districts to map exact consumption patterns and track income distribution variations.
Additionally, further empirical work is needed to measure the long-term carbon footprint of
rural tourism expansion in ecologically sensitive areas like the Western Ghats, ensuring that
economic returns do not come at the expense of environmental health.

REFERENCES:

e Department of Tourism, Government of Karnataka. (2022). Impact assessment of
homestay industry in Karnataka. Retrieved from
https://karnatakatourism.org/department/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Karnataka-
Tourism-Policy-2020-26-v63-final-print.pdf

e Government of Karnataka. (2020). Karnataka tourism policy 2020-2025. Retrieved

from https://www.karnatakatourism.org

o Karnataka State Tourism Development Corporation. (2023). Annual report on tourism
development in Karnataka. Retrieved from https://www.kstdc.co.in

e Ministry of Tourism, Government of India. (2023). India tourism statistics at a glance
2023. Retrieved from https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2023-
07/India%20Tourism%20Statistics%20at%20a%20glance%202023%20-
%20English%20version_0.pdf

e Ministry of Tourism, Government of India. (2024). Eco-tourism and rural
development in Karnataka. Retrieved from
https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2024-12/usq.1253%20for%2005.12.2024.pdf

e Tourism Board of Karnataka. (2023). Rural tourism growth and financial returns

report. Retrieved from https://kmea.karnataka.gov.in/info-4/Reports/en

121


https://www.google.com/search?q=https://karnatakatourism.org/department/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Karnataka-Tourism-Policy-2020-26-v63-final-print.pdf&authuser=1
https://www.google.com/search?q=https://karnatakatourism.org/department/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Karnataka-Tourism-Policy-2020-26-v63-final-print.pdf&authuser=1
https://www.karnatakatourism.org/
https://www.kstdc.co.in/
https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2023-07/India%20Tourism%20Statistics%20at%20a%20glance%202023%20-%20English%20version_0.pdf
https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2023-07/India%20Tourism%20Statistics%20at%20a%20glance%202023%20-%20English%20version_0.pdf
https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2023-07/India%20Tourism%20Statistics%20at%20a%20glance%202023%20-%20English%20version_0.pdf
https://tourism.gov.in/sites/default/files/2024-12/usq.1253%20for%2005.12.2024.pdf
https://www.google.com/search?q=https://kmea.karnataka.gov.in/info-4/Reports/en&authuser=1

