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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	I am glad for the opportunity to review the study "Energy, Economic Growth, and Foreign Direct Investment on Environmental Degradation in South Asian Countries". My suggested "Major Comments" before possible re-consideration of this study for possible publication are as follows:

Comment 1: The Abstract must report the motivation of the study, the empirical methodology used, the main findings, and the relevant policy implications flowing from major results.

Comment 2: The "Introduction section" is not informative and explained critically and no potential arguments/statements are presented to agree that this study is required and necessary. Authors should focus on the following points below as a guideline to help them come out with an interesting introduction:

- What general background does the reader need in order to understand the manuscript and how important is it in the context of scientific research.

- What are the research questions to fill in the gaps of the existing knowledge body or methodology. It should be explained clearly in a separate paragraph.

- Why are you conducting the study and what are the goals to achieve?

- What are the objectives and what are the novelties in this study. Each of them should be well-explained in separate paragraph in the introduction section.

- Why are they sampled (South Asian countries) and no other countries or regions? What makes them so unique in relation to this study? This comment has not been given attention. The authors are expected to explain this point clearly in a separate paragraph.

Comment 3: There is no a strong empirical literature section. The literature review is not informative and does not discuss the findings of studies critically and no potential arguments/statements are presented to agree that this study is required. These issues must be addressed as this may question the novelty of this research. It is strongly suggested to update the "Introduction" and “Literature review” sections by citing some relevant articles as:

https://doi.org/10.1177/0958305X241270216
https://doi.org/10.1111/1477-8947.12590
https://doi.org/10.1080/09640568.2023.2205997
Comment 4: Also, the main gap in the literature is missing. Kindly add a separate paragraph regarding this at the end of the literature section. You should show the main gaps and the differences distinguishing the present study from other previous researches.

Comment 5: It is suggested to present a geographical location for sampled economies based on the main reason, for example based on the share of economic development, rates of natural catastrophes or another reasons (This comment is not mandatory. However, it can shape your paper and make it attractive for readers).

Comment 6: I suggest author(s) to provide a figure indicating steps of econometric modelling strategy at the end of "MATERIALS AND METHODOLOGY " section. This can help readers understand econometric procedure better.

Comment 7: Provide an integrated analysis of your results. How are they agreeing and conflicting and why in comparison to the existing literature? The performance comparison of paper should be done with existing studies.

Comment 8: In the conclusion section, the author(s) should focus on the following three points:

a. The author(s) should provide future research recommendations. In sense that a hint should be provided to researchers that how this work can be expanded by future studies.

b. Policy implications are not strongly related to the research findings, so it needs to be improved.

c. The author(s) should add limitations of this study. This should cover any limitation, related with the data or the variables or the region etc.

All abovementioned elements should be explained clearly in a separate paragraph (Not too long paragraph).
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