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ABSTRACT 

Background: The International Academy for the Study of Tourism (IAST) 
has undeniably contributed to tourism research. However, the evolution 
of its members’ research outcomes remains underexplored. Additionally, 
understanding the academic community’s focus is key to assessing its 
contribution to knowledge development. This paper, therefore, seeks to 
examine the scientific publications, publication trends, and metrics of 
IAST scholars. 
Methods: The publication patterns of ninety IAST scholars were 
systematically investigated through a bibliometric and advanced science 
mapping analysis. This research utilized VOSviewer and the Biblioshiny-
R-Studio package for data processing and visualization. 
Results: This study uncovers dynamic publication trends over the last five 
years, marked by an acceleration in scholarly production from 2001 to 
2012, with an anomalous decrease in 2010. These contributions are widely 
disseminated across leading academic journals, reflecting a significant 
intellectual influence through high citation indices and their role as 
foundational references. Thematically, these scholars consistently 
foreground central issues such as sustainable tourism development and 
the protection of vulnerable regions, encompassing cultural and natural 
heritage. The spectrum of investigated topics spans all levels—from global 
to local scales—with a multidisciplinary emphasis on tourism economics, 
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governance, tourist consumer behavior, stakeholder roles, and the 
marketing and sustainability aspects of tourism. 
Conclusions: IAST scholars’ publications clearly demonstrated trends, 
impact, and significant terminology in tourism studies. Therefore, 
academic communities, among others, should broaden their focus, with 
IAST serving as an example of a community—where scholars produce 
knowledge-based from diverse perspectives. 

KEYWORDS: tourism research; tourism scholars; bibliometric lens; 
scientific mapping; publication patterns; network visualization; IAST 
scholars; sustainable tourism; tourism development; tourism concern 
trends. 

INTRODUCTION 

Assessment the progress of research topics is a key responsibility for 
scholars to remain updated on the most cutting-edge developments in 
their area of study. Yet, scholars frequently encounter challenges due to 
the rapid growth of documented advances in knowledge [1]. The concerns 
brought up by such scholars led to the setting up of academic forums 
which encourage scientific intent and promote scholarly networks. The 
fact has a tangible effect on how essential it is for sharing ideas as it also 
ensures the availability of the research the discipline [2]. Scholar’ 
information-seeking behavior is determined by several factors, such as 
demography, psychology, academic standing, role and environment. 
Academic standing performs an essential role among these factors [3]. 
However, despite the significance of academic standing, scholars 
frequently have difficulties in keeping up with shifts in information and 
emerging research trends. These challenges consist of dealing with a huge 
quantity of information, time constraints, and a lack of proficiency with 
assessing research, therefore, a significant number of scholars engage in 
collaborative writing and take on facilitator roles to promote the 
dissemination of latest scientific developments by creating professional 
associations [4].  

Understanding the agenda of creating an academic community is 
essential in order to comprehend its purpose, methods, and motivation. 
Using the field of tourism as a case in point, the research conducted in this 
field has made significant advances. The results and connections 
discovered by scholars have had an enormous impact on expansion of 
tourism industry and have had wider implications, particularly in terms 
of sustainable development. Tourism studies cover a wide range of 
multidisciplinary scientific approaches and perspectives, intersecting 
with multiple fields of science and viewpoints. For instance, research on 
tourism has explored the economic development and entrepreneurial 
aspects, as well as the environmental impact such climate change of 
sustainable tourism industry [5–7]. Medical tourism refers to the study of 
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tourism that combines health services and is utilized as a recreational 
destination for healthcare [8–11], and health-related services and 
entertainment [12]. Several tourism studies also have explored the 
potential of artificial intelligence, examining aspects such as the 
sustainability of its technological innovations, the development of its 
frameworks, the impact of AI assistance on the tourism sector, and other 
related factors [13–17]. 

A recent study examined the development of the tourism sector from a 
gender and social policy perspective [18]. It also explored gender justice in 
tourism studies [19,20]. The study discovered instances of human rights 
violations in the tourism sector [21,22] and investigated human trafficking 
in the tourism sector from a legal standpoint [23]. Other scholars associate 
tourism with particular sports [24]. Also, future tourism solutions are 
studied in light of education level, gender, and residence [25]. The 
researchers doing interdisciplinary scientific investigations aim to 
generate complexities development concepts in the field of tourist studies. 
This focus also facilitates the formation of highly useful novel knowledge 
[26]. 

The IAST is a group of scientists dedicated to sharing knowledge and 
promoting the development of ideas in the field of tourism. They focus on 
various aspects such as theory, concepts, methodology, and practical 
applications. The IAST prioritizes research topics that are relevant to 
current trends and patterns in the industry. According to Li & de Rijke [27], 
the frequency of using keywords does not strongly link to the probability 
of shifting topics in a conversation. However, it does aid in predicting the 
extent of vulnerable transitions occurring over time. Dubnjakovic [28] 
noted that scholars and their groups exhibit comparable degrees of focus 
when it comes to the sources of literature material used as references in 
scientific works. It includes gathering both print and online monograph 
things. The purpose of this focus is to ensure that individuals possess a 
shared comprehension in the process of advancing their research and 
future professional endeavors [28]. Other academics require a platform 
that focuses on knowledge development, allows them to share their 
opinions, and is backed by institutional resources and a supportive team. 
This enables the publication of exceptional works under open access [29]. 
Therefore, in the field of tourism studies, it is necessary to enhance and 
fortify different concepts and approaches aimed at enhancing tourist 
models and fostering tourism expansion [30]. Furthermore, it delves into 
the examination of an academic community that plays a crucial role in 
broadening the scope of ideas and the process of idea generation. 
Therefore, this study plays a significant role in shaping a detailed 
overview and establishing a research direction that enhances 
understanding at a specific level within the context of IAST scholarly 
publications. 

The application of bibliometric methodologies, commonly referred to 
as informetrics and scientometrics, has demonstrated substantial utility in 
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scholarly research [31]. This approach involves the statistical analysis of 
various academic outputs, including books, articles, and other forms of 
scholarly literature. Through the examination of abstracts and keywords, 
bibliometric analysis reveals trends in terminology within scientific 
discourse. A key focus of this methodology is the evaluation of both 
dominant and emerging research areas, providing valuable insights for 
future scholars and guiding subsequent academic inquiries. Bibliometric 
data derived from reputable bibliographic databases has become an 
established and widely accepted method for assessing the productivity 
and impact of research endeavors [32]. 

The expansion of tourism studies has significantly contributed to the 
growth of knowledge, facilitated by collaborative efforts within the 
academic community. This collaboration gives rise to critical themes with 
profound implications for the development of tourism [33]. Leading 
scholars actively encourage the involvement of other researchers, thereby 
fostering the continuous evolution of scientific understanding [34]. 
Moreover, bibliometric analysis not only enhances the comprehension of 
the scientific community’s progress but also plays a pivotal role in shaping 
more focused research that addresses the pressing needs of both scholars 
and stakeholders within the tourism sector. 

Therefore, this article aims to investigate the scientific publications 
authored by scholars affiliated with IAST. The investigation adopts a 
bibliometric approach, with a particular emphasis on citation network 
dynamics and the temporal evolution of scholarly terminology over recent 
years. This encompasses a multifaceted analysis, including the annual 
distribution of publications, author productivity metrics, citation patterns 
across authors and publishing entities, as well as the structural mapping 
of keyword co-occurrence—utilizing overlay visualizations and density 
analyses. Through this methodological lens, the study elucidates the 
predominant thematic orientations and intellectual trajectories pursued 
by IAST scholars in production of tourism-related research. This research 
holds greater value in assessing the research performance and tracking 
the evolution of current concerns through the research development 
patterns employed by IAST scholars. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

The methodology employed in this research is grounded in an 
extensive investigation that involved the collection of scientific 
publications from scholars affiliated with the IAST. According to the 
association’s official portal (http://www.tourismscholars.org/index.php, 
accessed on 23 Sept 2024), its mission is to advance professional research 
in field of tourism, and membership within this association is recognized 
for its significant contribution to scholarly work in this domain [35]. A total 
of 90 scholars are members of this distinguished community, as presented 
in Table 1. To collect the relevant data, this study compiled the scholarly 

http://www.tourismscholars.org/index.php
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publications of IAST members, spanning from initiation of each scholar’s 
academic contributions up until February 2024. 

Table 1. Scholars affiliated in the IAST. 

Scholar Affiliation Scholar Affiliation 
Abraham Pizam University of Central Florida John Fletcher Bournemouth University 
Alan Fyall University of Central Florida John Tribe University of Surrey 
Alan Lew Northern Arizona University Josef Mazanec MODUL University Vienna 
Alastair Morrison University of Greenwich Juanita Liu University of Hawaii 
Albert Assaf University of Massachusetts-Amherst Juergen Gnoth University of Otago 
Alison Gill Simon Fraser University Julio Aramberri Drexel University 
Aliza Fleischer Hebrew University of Jerusalem Karl Wöber MODUL University Vienna 
Allan Williams University of Surrey Kaye Chon The Hong Kong Polytechnic 

University 
Anton Gosar University of Primorska Larry Dwyer University of Technology, Sydney 
Arch Woodside Curtin University Lindsay Turner Victoria University 
Bihu Wu Peking University Maria Gravari-Barbas Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne 

University 
Bob McKercher University of Queensland Marina Novelli University of Brighton 
Boris Vukonic Libertas Business School Metin Kozak Kadir Has University, Turkey 
Brian King Texas A&M University Muzzo Uysal University of Massachusetts at 

Amherst 
Bryan Farrell University of California Myriam Jansen-

Verbeke 
University Leuven 

Carson Kit Jenkins University of Strathclyde Nelson Graburn University of California 
Cathy Hsu The Hong Kong Polytechnic University Nigel Morgan University of Surrey 
Charles Goeldner University of Colorado Noam Shoval Hebrew University of Jerusalem 
Christian Laesser University of St. Gallen Norbert Vanhove KU Leuven 
Christopher Cooper Leeds Beckett University Pauline Sheldon University of Hawaii 
Christopher Ryan University of Waikato Peter Williams Simon Frasier University 
Daniel Fesenmaier MODUL University Vienna Regina Schluter C.I.E.T. 
David Airey University of Surrey Rene Baretje-Keller CIRET 
David L. Edgell East Carolina University Richard Butler University of Strathclyde 
David Simmons Lincoln University Richard R. Perdue Virginia Tech 
David Weaver Dongbei University of Finance & 

Economics 
Salvador Anton Clavé University Rovira i Virgili 

Dianne Dredge The Tourism CoLab Sang Mu Kim Keimyung University 
Dimitrios Buhalis Bournemouth University Sara Dolnicar University of Queensland 
Donald E. Hawkins George Washington University Scott Cohen University of Surrey 
Douglas C. 
Frechtling 

The George Washington University Scott McCabe University of Birmingham 

Douglas Pearce Victoria University of Wellington Shinji Yamashita The University of Tokyo 
Egon Smeral MODUL University Vienna SooCheong (Shawn) 

Jang 
Purdue University 

Erik Cohen Hebrew University of Jerusalem Stephen L. J. Smith University of Guelph 
Eugenio Aguilo-
Perez 

University of the Balearic Islands Stephen Wanhill Bournemouth University 

Frederic Dimanche Ryerson University Stephen Witt University of Surrey 
Gang Li University of Surrey Susanne Becken Griffith University 
Gareth Shaw University of Exeter Tanja Mihalič University of Ljubljana 
Geoffrey Crouch La Trobe University Tazim Jamal Texas A&M University 
Geoffrey Wall University of Waterloo Tom Baum University of Strathclyde 
Glenn Ross James Cook University Turgut Var Izmir University of Economics 
Haiyan Song The Hong Kong Polytechnic University Ulrike Gretzel University of Southern California 
Heather Gibson University of Florida Valene Smith California State University 
Honggang Xu Sun Yat-sen University William C. Gartner University of Minnesota 
Jafar Jafari University of Wisconsin-Stout Xavier Font University of Surrey 
Jigang Bao Sun Yat-sen University Youcheng Wang University of Central Florida 
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The publication data were collected through the individual Scopus 
profiles of each IAST-affiliated scholar and exported in BibTeX and CSV 
format to captured key bibliometric information, including titles, abstracts, 
and keywords of all documents they have published. In the context of 
keywords, the unit of analysis specifically focused on authors’ keywords, 
as these represented the deliberate lexical selections made by the scholars 
to capture the thematic essence of their research publication. This 
approach was considered the most suitable for identifying patterns in 
keyword usage across publications, thereby providing deeper insights into 
how IAST-affiliated scholars conceptualize, frame, and position their 
academic contributions within the broader discourse of tourism studies—
through the specific keywords they consistently emphasize. The data 
extraction yielded a total of 9298 scientific documents, obtained from the 
profiles of 90 IAST-affiliated scholars listed on Scopus. All documents 
indexed under their respective Scopus database were included without 
exception, to comprehensively assess the scope of each scholar’s 
publication output. No exclusion criteria were applied to the dataset, given 
the absence of a centralized database or repository within the IAST 
platform that curates or archives their scholarly work. Furthermore, the 
detailed flow of the research methodology is illustrated in Figure 1. 

Figure 1. Research flowchart. 

  



 
Journal of Sustainability Research 7 of 30 

J Sustain Res. 2025;7(3):e250052. https://doi.org/10.20900/jsr20250052 

The selection of Scopus as the primary database for retrieving 
documents from 90 IAST scholars was based on the recognition that 
Scopus provides high-quality indexed documents, which undergo a 
stringent peer-review process [36]. Furthermore, Scopus offers significant 
advantages in terms of obtaining various large single abstract and indexed 
database metrics [37], which were integral to this study’s data analysis. 
Additionally, in sum that many scholars consider Scopus to be a key 
repository of globally recognized, high-quality academic publications. 
Additionally, the decision to prioritize Scopus over other databases was 
made considering that a substantial number of documents indexed in 
platforms such Web of Science were also almost found in Scopus [38]. To 
minimize the potential for bias, we determined that Scopus would serve 
as the sole database for data collection in this research. Consequently, this 
study relies entirely on Scopus as a data source to trace and map the 
academic contributions. Although these scholars are united under the 
IAST network—predominantly aligned with tourism studies—manual 
coding was applied to ensure thematic precision. This methodological step 
enables the identification and reinforcement of tourism-focused content, 
particularly in cases where interdisciplinary collaborations reflected 
strong tourism-related orientations within their publication records. For 
the subsequent analysis, a bibliometric approach was applied, which is 
widely regarded as an effective and popular method for tracking the 
evolution of scholarly achievements and identifying emerging trends 
within specific research areas [39,40]. The analysis yielded several key 
insights, including the overall annual publication trends of IAST-affiliated 
scholars, the identification of the most prolific scholars within the field of 
tourism studies, and the mapping of co-authorship collaboration networks. 
Additionally, it highlighted selected scholars associated with recent 
publications, the citation impact of their work over the most recent period, 
and the predominance of publishers responsible for a substantial volume 
of scientific outputs. The study also examined principal research themes 
explored by these scholars, based on keyword analysis, annual overlay 
reviews, term density mapping, and the frequency of terms most 
commonly referenced within their publications. 

To answer the previous question, we employed the qualitative analysis 
tool VOSViewer, which was developed by the Leiden University’s Centre 
for Science and Technology Studies (CWTS) located in Leiden, The 
Netherlands to reveal several important findings that would later be 
useful for looking at issues trends in the studies reviewed [41,42]. In 
VOSViewer, this paper used three instruments: network visualization to 
examined the network of keywords that are spread, overlay visualization 
is useful for seeing the evolution of the trending network for the main 
themes that have been reported, and density visualization aims to 
explored the closeness or sensitivity of the keywords that are spread, it has 
significance throughout the study [43–45], in this case, the study of tourism. 
In the subsequent analysis, co-authorship occurrences were mapped and 
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visualized, with a maximum threshold of 25 documents per author, this 
parameter follows the default setting in VOSviewer and was not altered to 
preserve the tool’s standard calibration. Additionally, we applied a co-
occurrence threshold of three, whereby each keyword or term had to 
appear with at least three links to other items to be included in the 
visualization. This process resulted in the identification of over 50 
recurring keywords. However, due to the high density of the visualization 
and the variation in term frequency, not all identified terms are equally 
visible or prominently displayed. Besides, this paper used Biblioshiny 
software from the R-Studio package [46,47] to identify collection trends, 
annual publication rates, and the number of contributions by authors 
during the selected period. 

RESULTS 

This section presents findings derived from the analysis of data 
visualization networks and statistical information from scientific works 
authored by ninety scholars affiliated with IAST. The exploration 
investigates who, what, and for whom tourism scholars publish their 
research, by examining the frequency of annual publications, identifying 
productive scholars over the years, reviewing collaborations among 
authors, assessing the impact of publications via citation results, and 
analyzing publisher contributions with the highest frequency. 
Additionally, the study delves into the keyword term network, tracking 
changes in terms annually and evaluating the density of significant terms 
highlighted. Finally, it reflects on the significance of this paper in 
identifying and recommending several terms that warrant further 
exploration in the field. 

Dynamics of Annual Scholarly Output 

This section presented an analysis of the temporal distribution and 
emerging trends in scholarly publications authored by scholars affiliated 
with the IAST. The objective of this analysis was to trace the patterns of 
academic output over time and to interpret the potential factors that may 
have underpinned variations in publication frequency. As illustrated in 
Figure 2, a total of 90 IAST-affiliated scholars were identified from a 
dataset of 9298 scientific document records, and their total publication 
output was examined across the selected time span. 

The academic productivity of these scholars demonstrated a clear 
upward trend, beginning with relatively limited activity in the late 1960s. 
The earliest identifiable scholarly contribution from an IAST-affiliated 
scholar dated back to 1967, authored by Nelson Graburn [48], who was 
among the 90 scholars whose works were first appeared in the total of 
documents on Scopus. From that point forward, the volume of 
publications increased gradually throughout the 1980s and early 1990s, 
indicating a phase of scholarly maturation and growing engagement in 
research activities. A significant turning point occurred between 2001 and 



 
Journal of Sustainability Research 9 of 30 

J Sustain Res. 2025;7(3):e250052. https://doi.org/10.20900/jsr20250052 

2007, during which the number of publications rose sharply. This period 
appeared to represent a phase of intensified research productivity to 
enhance scholarly performance. The peak of this trend was reached in 
2012, when IAST-affiliated scholars produced 434 scientific articles, the 
highest annual total within the analyzed period. This surge likely resulted 
from a combination of persistent scholarly effort, institutional investment 
in research infrastructure, and alignment with broader global 
developments in the field of tourism studies. 

However, in 2013, a decline was observed, with the total number of 
publications falling to 345, representing a decrease of 89 documents from 
the previous year. In the years that followed, publication output fluctuated, 
and by 2021, the number of recorded scientific documents had declined to 
320. By the end of 2023, the number of publications had risen again to 356. 
Although this figure remained below the 2012 peak, the longitudinal 
analysis suggested that such fluctuations were a common feature of 
academic output. Within the historical context of IAST-affiliated research, 
these variations were better understood as part of a cyclical pattern of 
scholarly productivity, likely influenced by factors such as funding 
availability, institutional policy changes, patterns of academic 
collaboration, and evolving global trends in higher education and 
research. 

 

Figure 2. Annual scientific production. 

Longitudinal Study of Author Productivity 

This section critically analyzes author productivity to identify leading 
scholars based on their publication output across the study period. This 
analysis underscores how IAST-affiliated tourism scholars demonstrate 
leadership within their field through their consistent and impactful 
scientific contributions. 

The blue circles in the Figure 3 illustration represented the distribution 
of publications produced over a specific time period, providing a detailed 
overview of the scientific output of IAST scholars. Among the IAST scholars, 
Woodside AG, Wall G, and Pizam A exhibit exceptional productivity and a 
focused commitment to advancing the field through their research. 
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Subsequent to these primary contributors, Baum T, Fesenmaier DR, and 
Williams AM were recognized as highly influential in their respective 
periods. Notably, Yamashita S also presents a substantial volume of 
publications, a considerable achievement given the commencement of 
their career in 1990. This indicates that the onset of productivity among 
IAST scholars varies, and having a longer tenure does not necessarily 
mean producing more outstanding publications. In fact, some scholars 
with shorter active periods have exceeded their peers in total publication 
output. 

 

Figure 3. Trend in author productivity over time. 

Mapping Co-Authorship Patterns 

Evaluating the scholarly output of researchers, especially in the context 
of collaborative efforts among peers, is crucial in understanding the 
dynamics of scientific publications. Figure 4 depicts the collaborative 
network among ninety scholars affiliated with IAST, highlighting those 
with extensive collaborative ties as well as key individuals who have 
played a central role in fostering inter-scholar collaboration. Notably, 
Yamashita S, Woodside AG, Ryan C, Song H, Mckercher B, and Dolnicar S 
demonstrated the highest levels of collaboration. In which, Wang Yu 
stands out for their significant contribution in facilitating collaboration 
across authors. Wang Yu’s pivotal role lies in strengthening scholarly 
partnerships and building resilient networks, which in turn advances 
research and development within the field of tourism studies. In this 
context, the collaboration between Ryan C. and Yamashita S. is 
significantly connected through Wang Yu, who acts as a crucial link in 
their collaborative network. Without Wang Yu, these two scholars would 
lack a direct collaborative relationship in scientific publications. Wang Yu 
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serves as a bridge among scholars, facilitating collaboration and enabling 
the joint production of research works. 

 

Figure 4. Collaborative networks among IAST scholars. 

Prominent scholars from the IAST have engaged in collaborations with 
contemporary scholars, as evidenced in Figure 5. These collaborations 
encompass established academics co-authoring with emerging scholars, 
which is instrumental in promoting the sustainability of tourism studies. 
The resulting scientific articles underscore that this collaborative effort 
facilitates knowledge transfer and the development of evolving 
perspectives on current issues. For example, recently emerging scholars 
have begun collaborating with more established scholars, which plays a 
vital role in maintaining collaboration and knowledge distribution across 
different cohorts of scholars. For instance, Set S. Y. has collaborated with 
Yamashita, a scholar who first appeared in the early 2010s. Similarly, Xu 
Honggang has worked with Wall G. Moreover, Buhalis D. and Pizam A. 
have partnered with newer scholars in their publications. Even Morrison 
A. M. maintains numerous collaborative connections with various current 
scholars. It is noteworthy that IAST Scholars have actively collaborated 
with diverse academics to generate academic outcomes, demonstrating a 
substantive exchange of ideas and insights within the academic 
community. This suggests that scholars within a collegial forum not only 
benefit from peer collaborative research but cultivate their own distinct 
and supplementary collaboration networks to reinforce knowledge in the 
tourism domain. 
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Figure 5. Authorship collaboration by current scholars selected. 

This implied that, within the co-authorship review, an important point 
had emerged: scholars affiliated with IAST had collaborated with other 
researchers. However, this did not necessarily mean that co-authorship 
occurred as a direct consequence of their shared affiliation under the IAST 
umbrella academic community project. Rather, these collaborations 
appeared to have resulted from the researchers’ prior institutional ties or 
individual academic trajectories, which had enabled spontaneous 
collaboration through active engagement in joint research agendas, 
institutional associations, or previous scholarly work unrelated to IAST. 
Their membership in IAST may thus have been incidental, rather than a 
causal factor in the observed co-authorship patterns. 
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Citation Analysis: Scholarly Impact among Top-Ranked Scholars 

The impact of scholarly papers can be quantified by their citation count, 
serving as a crucial metric for assessing the dissemination of scientific 
knowledge and the influence of scientific advancements. Table 2 presents 
data showing that 15 of the 90 IAST-affiliated have achieved the highest 
citation numbers. 

Table 2. Total Citations and H-Index by IAST scholars. 

Name Total of Citation Total of Document H-Index 
Dimitrios Buhalis 20,703 241 69 
Muzzo Uysal 16,601 205 59 
Arch Woodside 13,484 402 54 
Haiyan Song 12,610 223 63 
Sara Dolnicar 11,954 253 65 
Erik Cohen 11,345 148 41 
Daniel Fesenmaier 11,154 158 50 
Christopher Ryan 11,124 303 56 
Ulrike Gretzel 10,960 176 48 
Bob McKercher 10,859 203 57 
Richard Butler 10,012 164 40 
SooCheong (Shawn) Jang 9851 159 46 
Alastair Morrison 9503 248 51 
Abraham Pizam 8929 210 47 
Larry Dwyer 8374 177 49 

Source: VOSViewer, authors compiled. Note: 15 tourism scholars who had the highest number of citations. 

Among the top ninety scholars, Dimitrios Buhalis demonstrated the 
most significant total citation impact, accumulating 20,703 citations across 
241 documents, resulting in an H-index of 69. In contrast, Arch Woodside, 
ranked third, had 13,484 citations from a substantially larger output of 402 
documents, with an H-index of 54. This disparity suggests that a higher 
volume of publications does not automatically translate to a 
proportionally greater number of citations, implying a potential emphasis 
on production-oriented scholarship rather than citation impact. 
Conversely, Arch Woodside, ranked third with 16,601 citations and 402 
published documents, illustrates an intriguing dynamic in academic 
impact. Despite having a significant number of publications, his total 
citations and H-Index remain lower than those of Dimitrios Buhalis. This 
highlights that a higher volume of publications does not necessarily 
correlate with a proportional increase in citations or H-Index. Conversely, 
a smaller number of highly cited works can still produce a significant 
academic impact, emphasizing that an academic’s influence is not solely 
determined by the quantity of their publications, but also by the extent to 
which their work is cited by others in the scholarly community. This 
underscores the complex relationship between publication output and 
academic influence, where citation frequency often proves to be more 
significant than sheer publication volume. 
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Publisher Dominance in IAST Scholar Research 

Publishers play a crucial role in disseminating high-quality scientific 
articles authored by scholars. Several prominent publishers contribute to 
the IAST scientific document collection, with the specific aim of advancing 
scholarly productivity in the field. Figure 6 showcases the ten leading 
sources that effectively aggregate and distribute scientific publications 
through their respective publishing platforms. 

As illustrated in Figure 6, ten leading sources serve as pivotal channels 
for the aggregation and dissemination of scientific publications through 
their respective publishers. Annals of Tourism Research stands out as the 
foremost publisher within the tourism domain, consistently ranking at the 
top for article output. Tourism Management has maintained its position as 
the second-ranked publisher since 1991, while Journal of Travel Research 
currently occupies the third spot. It is important to note that Journal of 
Travel Research boasts a longer and more extensive publication history in 
tourism-related topics compared to the other journals in this field. The 
competitive landscape from fourth to tenth place remains highly fluid, 
with annual shifts in publisher rankings reflecting dynamic trends in 
scholarly output. Despite this variability, scholars within the IAST 
primarily target journals whose titles are directly aligned with their 
research areas—such as tourism, recreation, destination studies, 
hospitality, and travel. Notably, no top-tier publication outlets have been 
identified beyond these specific thematic categories, underscoring the 
field’s focus on these core areas of study. 
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Figure 6. Publication output trends of IAST scholars in top publishers. 

Keyword-Based Network Visualizations 

This section delves into the dominant key terms that emerge in tourism 
studies conducted by IAST scholars. By examining these terms, we 
highlight their interconnections, emphasizing the strong relationships and 
key thematic links within the analyzed network. Accordingly, the network 
of tourism-related terms, derived from the scholarly contributions of 
ninety IAST-affiliated scholars, is depicted in Figure 7, showcasing the 
primary thematic clusters that define the field. The green cluster primarily 
encompasses terms related to destination management and marketing, 
such as “tourism destination”, “tourism management”, “tourism market”, 
“tourism behavior”, “marketing”, and “travel behavior”. This cluster 
underscores the emphasis on strategies and consumer behavior in tourism 
destinations. In contrast, the red cluster highlights terms that focus on 
sustainability and environmental issues within tourism, including 
“tourism development”, “ecotourism”, “sustainable development”, 
“climate change”, and “environmental protection”.  

This cluster reflects the growing importance of integrating 
environmental consciousness into tourism practices. The blue cluster 
centers on the economic aspects of tourism, covering terms like “tourism 
economics”, “international tourism”, “economic growth”, “economic 
development”, and “regional economy”. These terms reflect a focus on the 
financial impact and economic viability of tourism across various regions. 
Lastly, the purple cluster brings together terms related to tourism 
attractions and cultural heritage, including “tourism attraction”, “heritage 
tourism”, “stakeholder”, “cultural heritage”, and “recreational activity”. 
This cluster highlights the significance of cultural and recreational 
elements in attracting tourists. Overall, this analysis reveals clear patterns 
of thematic clustering, providing insight into the dominant research areas 
within the field of tourism studies. 

Specifically, the green cluster is closely linked to destination 
management, with a particular emphasis on consumer behavior and 
marketing strategies. In contrast, the red cluster is strongly associated with 
tourism development, particularly in the context of climate change 
mitigation efforts. The blue cluster, on the other hand, relates to the 
economic and regional dimensions of tourism development, while the 
purple cluster highlights tourism development in relation to the 
preservation and enhancement of cultural and heritage sites. These 
clusters serve as central nodes within the terminological network, 
significantly expanding the vocabulary of the multidisciplinary field of 
tourism studies through the systematic generation of key terms. This 
scholarly collaboration has played a crucial role in enriching the 
conceptual framework of tourism research, advancing its intellectual 
depth, and fostering a more nuanced understanding of the field through 
the integration of diverse perspectives. 
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Figure 7. Network representation of key term relationships. Subfigures such as (a) highlighted the “tourism 
development”, represented by the color red; (b) highlighted the “tourist destination”, represented by the 
color green; (c) highlighted the “tourism economics”, represented by the color blue; and (d) highlighted the 
“tourist attraction”, represented by the color purple. 

Investigating Relationships via Overlay and Density Visualizations 

The analysis of keyword overlays and the distribution of dominant 
terms over time is essential for identifying the key terms that shape 
tourism research conducted by IAST scholars. This investigation reveals 
the central terms that drive academic discourse, indicating their 
significant role in the development of scholarly contributions across 
various themes and concepts on an annual basis. Furthermore, examining 
term density—defined by the proximity of terms within the network and 
their relative prominence—illuminates the interconnections among these 
terms. Such density underscores the importance of specific keywords in 
the field, emphasizing their critical role in the evolution and dissemination 
of tourism-related research. 

The analytical scrutiny of terminology within tourism studies, 
conducted with reference to ninety IAST-affiliated experts and presented 
in Figure 8, demonstrates a significant chronological progression. Initially, 
the discourse was characterized by the prevalence of terms such as 
“international tourism”, “employment”, “tourism demand”, and 
“economic growth”. A subsequent thematic reorientation became 
apparent, evidenced by the increased salience of “tourism development”, 
“tourism attraction”, “tourism destination”, “tourism management”, 
“tourism economy”, and “tourism market”. More recent analyses reveal 
the integration of novel terms including “COVID-19”, “social media”, 
“investments”, “hospitality industry”, and “crisis management”, thereby 
reflecting the sector’s dynamic evolution. The diachronic and 
interconnected development of these terms collectively facilitates a 
holistic understanding of dataset, elucidating complex interdependencies 
and evolving patterns that offer progressively deeper insights across 
temporal strata. 
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(a) (b) 

Figure 8. Analytical insights from overlay visualizations. Subfigures such as (a) represented the keyword 
“economic development” as an early-emerging keyword around 2008, indicated by the color purple, and (b) 
represented the keyword “social media” as a keyword that appeared around 2018, marked in yellow. These 
served as examples of highlighted trends that were analyzed. 

Taking two key terms as examples, the tourism studies conducted by 
IAST scholars have historically concentrated on economic development 
within the realm of destination development. However, recent shifts in 
scholarly focus reveal a growing emphasis on tourism related to social 
media. This shift is closely linked to the promotion and marketing of 
tourism destinations and reflects the increasing role of technology in the 
tourism sector, such as the emergence of virtual tourism and similar 
technological innovations. This evolving focus underscores the dynamic 
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nature of tourism research, highlighting how technological advancements 
and digital platforms are reshaping the industry’s promotional strategies 
and consumer engagement. This shift could potentially drive the tourism 
economy by integrating cutting-edge technology, enhancing the ability to 
attract tourists and visitors, and enabling them to better explore and 
engage with the destinations. 

In addition, density visualization is utilized to characterize the spatial 
distribution and volumetric representation of data points in designated 
data areas, specifically within tourism studies from IAST-affiliated 
scholars. This facilitates the detection of clusters, outliers, and regions of 
varying concentration, thereby improving the understanding and analysis 
of evolving terminology. As depicted in Figure 9, analyses of term density 
among IAST-affiliated scholars have identified eight notable terms: 
“tourism development”, “tourism destination”, “tourism management”, 
“tourism behavior”, “tourism economic”, “ecotourism”, “marketing”, and 
“tourism market”. 

 

Figure 9. Density visualization: Prominent terms in IAST tourism scholarship. 

These terms suggest a multifaceted approach to tourism research, 
where both traditional economic aspects and emerging terms such as 
sustainability (e.g., ecotourism) and digital engagement (e.g., marketing 
and tourism market) are prominently featured. This density indicates that 
IAST scholars are not only engaged in foundational issues related to 
destination and management but are also addressing contemporary 
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challenges and opportunities in the tourism sector. The prominence of 
these terms highlights the multidimensional nature of tourism studies, 
encompassing economic, managerial, behavioral, and ecological 
perspectives. 

Specifically, Figure 10 highlights the frequency and concentration of 
tourism-related terms in publications by ninety tourism scholars, 
revealing a strong focus on core tourism issues. The term “tourist 
destination” emerged as the most frequent, appearing 677 times, followed 
by “tourism” (575 terms), “tourism development” (472 terms), and 
“tourism market” (376 terms). Further analysis shows that “tourist 
behavior” appeared 368 times, and “tourism economics” was mentioned 
296 times. Additionally, terms such as “ecotourism” (244 terms), “tourist 
attraction” (185 terms), “travel behavior” (172 terms), “sustainability” (167 
terms), and “marketing” (165 terms) were also prominent. Other 
significant terms include “international tourism” (140 terms), 
“stakeholder” (114 terms), “sustainable development” (111 terms), 
“heritage tourism” (109 terms), and “climate change” (98 terms). This 
distribution of terms reflects the diverse and evolving landscape of 
tourism research from IAST scholar publications, addressing a wide range 
of themes, from economic and behavioral aspects to sustainability and the 
impacts of climate change. 

 

Figure 10. The most widespread terms of IAST scholars scattered across the literature. 

DISCUSSION 

This study explores the publication distribution of ninety scholars 
affiliated with IAST, all of whom have made significant contributions to 
the field through extensive publications and collaborative research efforts. 
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It examines the citation impact of these scholars, analyzes keyword 
distributions and term networks, and explores trends in research 
development and term density. Additionally, the study identifies gaps in 
the current literature and suggests potential avenues for future research 
in tourism studies. Ultimately, it provides important insights into the 
publication patterns of leading scholars in tourism, considering factors 
such as target audience, research content, and scholarly objectives. 

This study rigorously analyzes influential themes within author 
contributions and collaborations and their subsequent impact on the 
progression of tourism science. The analysis is predicated on quantitative 
metrics, including citation counts, journal output of scholarly articles by 
contributing academics, and prominent keywords. A notable expansion of 
tourism studies literature authored by IAST scholars was observed during 
the mid-period of 2001 to 2007, reaching a subsequent peak in 2012, 
despite fluctuating publication numbers in the subsequent year. 

Crucially, the influence of author contributions is exemplified by the 
substantial citation count achieved by Dimitrios Buhalis. Conversely, 
Woodside Arch accounts for the highest volume of documents produced. 
Scholars have actively pursued collaborations, fostering scientific 
advancement within tourism studies. The most prolific authors among the 
ninety IAST scholars are Woodside AG, Wall G, and Pizam A. Furthermore, 
“Annals of Tourism Research” stands out as the predominant publisher of 
scientific articles by leading IAST scholars, significantly surpassing other 
sources. The frequent interactions among IAST scholars have fostered 
affiliations within and across clusters, influencing temporal dynamics and 
density of scholarly output. 

This study uncovers distinct organizational structures in the thematic 
and communal landscape of tourism studies. We observed one group 
concentrating on destination management [49–52], with a pronounced 
focus on consumer behavior [53–57] and market dynamics [53,58–62]. 
Conversely, a separate group investigates tourism development within the 
framework of climate change protection [63–71]. Additionally, certain 
terms within the discourse address tourism development through an 
economic and regional lens [72–75], while others underscore the 
enrichment of cultural and heritage sites via tourism expansion [76–82]. 
These thematic areas have attracted considerable attention from scholars 
associated with the IAST during a period characterized by substantial 
progress in tourism studies. IAST-affiliated scholars have significantly 
contributed to the scientific body of knowledge through their consistent 
annual research output, demonstrating a growing commitment to 
exploring the evolution of tourism studies across diverse fields and their 
intersections with various scientific disciplines. The high citation counts 
for these scholars provide statistical evidence of the real-world impact of 
their scholarly contributions, thereby underscoring their vital role in 
advancing tourism knowledge for the broader academic community. 
Furthermore, collaborative writing initiatives among them, particularly 
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involving junior scholars, yield valuable recommendations with practical 
implications for policymakers in the tourism sector, especially in fostering 
sustainability and allied areas. 

Essentially, IAST scholars have demonstrated strong publication 
productivity, contributing significantly to the development of tourism 
studies within their scholarly communities. These scholars play a key role 
in expanding collaborative networks in academic writing and opening 
pathways for external researchers to contribute by offering new 
perspectives in tourism research. This is evidenced by the growing 
network of scholars and the emergence of relevant and timely issues that 
attract academic attention. Importantly, their contributions have had 
substantial implications for the field of tourism studies, as reflected in the 
citations their work has received. These citations serve as recognition 
from various stakeholders, including fellow IAST scholars, the wider 
academic community, and often, policy-makers. Many of them have gone 
further by proposing conceptual frameworks and models that enrich 
tourism sector development from multiple perspectives, for instance, the 
development of a framework to identify the vulnerability of destinations 
to potential hazards [83,84], proposed the search engines as essential tools 
in travel planning [85], several practical frameworks for destination and 
attraction branding have also been proposed [86], there are frameworks 
for collaboration and partnerships in tourism development and policy 
[87–89], and others. These contributions highlight the important role of 
this study in showcasing the active participation of IAST scholars within 
the broader tourism research community, as well as their ability to 
translate their findings into practical frameworks for the tourism sector. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Employing a bibliometric method combined with citation network 
analysis, this study systematically uncovered the intellectual landscape 
and thematic evolution of tourism research within the International 
Academy for the Study of Tourism (IAST). It is revealed a marked increase 
in scholarly productivity, as evidenced by extensive co-authorship 
networks developed among IAST scholars and their collaborative 
engagements with others scholar collaborations. These networks were not 
only indicative of the strong collaboration but were also reflected in the 
publication of high-impact articles in reputable academic journals, 
supported by robust citation metrics and notable H-index achievements. 
This study identified a rich diversity of research topics pursued by IAST 
scholars, spanning multiple perspective of tourism studies from different 
contexts. Prominent among these were themes centered on economic 
development and sustainability, alongside a growing concern with the 
preservation of cultural and heritage assets. These thematic 
concentrations suggest not only a responsiveness to global challenges but 
also a critical awareness of the socio-cultural implications of tourism 
development. In particular, the emphasis on heritage preservation was 
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interpreted as a form of intellectual resistance to the dominant paradigms 
of commercial tourism that often contribute to cultural homogenization. 
By isolating key recurring terms within the IAST scholars, this research 
illuminated both the strengths and structural limitations of current 
knowledge production. The patterns identified offered practical direction 
for future works, enabling them to navigate the prevailing contribute 
more meaningfully to other scholars. Moreover, the study underscored 
how dominant narratives within the field may marginalize alternative 
perspectives, reinforcing the importance of cultivating pluralistic engaged 
research. As such, this article contributes substantially to the 
epistemological development of tourism studies by advocating for a more 
reflective tourism scholars’ agenda. 

This study provided critical and meaningful implications for the 
development and structure of knowledge within the field of tourism 
studies. By identifying dominant terms such as economic development, 
sustainability, cultural heritage preservation, and cultural threats, the 
research not only offered a thematic roadmap but also revealed 
underlying patterns and tendencies in the contemporary tourism research 
ecosystem, as reflected in the work of 90 IAST scholars. The prominence of 
heritage- and culture-related terms was not merely an ethical 
consideration but also formed part of a broader critique of exploitative 
tourism development and the cultural homogenization often overlooked 
in mainstream academic discourse. Furthermore, the bibliometric 
approach employed in this study demonstrated how academic knowledge 
had been discursively shaped by dominant narratives, frequently leaving 
limited space for critical or alternative perspectives. These findings 
encouraged a more reflective and inclusive research agenda in tourism 
studies—one that recognized the complexity of socio-cultural contexts and 
supported the diversification of themes in future scholarly inquiry. 

While this study provided valuable understanding of the scientific 
publication behaviors of ninety scholars within the IAST community, it is 
important to acknowledge the inherent limitation of focusing exclusively 
on a single academic cohort. This constraint highlights the necessity for 
future research to undertake comparative analyses across diverse tourism 
scholar networks, thereby enhancing both the generalizability and depth 
of knowledge within the broader field of tourism research. 
Methodologically, the study employed a bibliometric approach, utilizing 
tools such as VOSviewer and R-Studio to systematically extract and 
analyze publication data from Scopus profiles. Nonetheless, further 
investigation is warranted to assess the impact of alternative 
methodologies and analytical tools—including NVivo, CitNetExplorer, 
CiteSpace, and HistCite—as well as the use of databases like Web of Science. 
These approaches could expand data sources and incorporate multiple 
perspectives through comprehensive bibliometric and literature review 
frameworks. Consequently, a key recommendation is to pursue rigorous 
methodological studies, including systematic and in-depth literature 
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reviews, aimed at uncovering the strategic research approaches adopted 
by individual scholars. However, such endeavors present considerable 
challenges, particularly due to the extensive effort required to compile and 
synthesize a large volume of literature necessary for comprehensive 
analyses. 
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