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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.

	The research questions are not very complex. But the answers to them should be presented in a more scientific, complex form. In part 5.1, the answers to the questions are too simple. What are the alternative sources? Answer: solar, wind, biomass. This is too simple. And next answers are also too simply.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title is correct, but analysis presented in the paper should have more statistic approach. The authors use SALSA as a method, but what does that mean? It is not explained anywhere. Is SALSA a Systematic Analysis of Literature and Scientific Articles? The Authors wrote: search, appraisal, synthesis and analysis it means: SASA
	

	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.

	Abstract is correct
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The level of scientifically should be higher. It that form is too simply. In my opinion Authors should indicate more scientific aspects of their research. For example: Authors describe the research methods, but they didn’t show how they used that theory in their research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please add more references from 2024 and 2025. 
	

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

	I am not specialist of Englis, for me the language is correct.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Please check this ref: Ikechukwu, D.E. (2025). SALSA schematic flow for literature review. Design. I don’t understand that citation/reference. Please make the better quality of the figure.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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