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	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.


	In my opinion, the manuscript entitled “A Temporal Analysis of Macroeconomic Indicators and Environmental Degradation in Emerging and Developing Asian Countries” by an unknown author represents a valuable scientific contribution. Namely, through the research of delicate association between economic growth and environmental sustainability, the author introduced and warned about an important issue without which it will not be possible to explore the phenomenon of sustainability as an area of high focus for all in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article in accordance with the content of the paper
	

	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 contains the entirety of the manuscript and gives a complete answer to the question: why was the research done?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic of the manuscript is current and stems from the fact that the balance between economic prosperity and environmental preservation has become a current topic both in the academic and scientific community. In terms of methodology, the manuscript fully meets scientific requirements and contains chapter specifications: Summary, Introduction, Literature Review, Research Methodology, Results and Discussion, Conclusion, and References.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper used a solid body of literature in the subject area. However, I suggest some corrections to the author. All authors mentioned in the text must be in the list of references and vice versa, which is not the case in this case. All the literature used is not marked either through the text or in the list of references.  Throughout the text, there are no authors listed in the bibliography: Ahmad, M., Jiang, P., Majeed, A., Umar, M., Khan, Z., & Muhammad, S. (2020); Algül, Y., Üniversitesi, E. T., & Erenel, D. (2023); Hannah Ritchie and Max Roser (2020);  
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WEO/weo-database/2023/April/groups-and-aggregates; https://www.oecd.org/env/indicatorsmodellingoutlooks/oecdenvironmentaloutlookto2050theconsequencesofinaction-keyfactsandfigures.htm;  U.S. Energy Information Administration (2023); Energy Institute - Statistical Review of World Energy (2023); 
The following authors are missing from the reference list: Halicioglu (2009); Jayanthakumaran et al. (2012); Abdouli and Hammami (2017); Rajeshwari U (2020) and Gulistan et al. (2020).
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic of the manuscript is current and stems from the fact that the balance between economy and environmental preservation has of crucial importance for humanity. 
PROPOSAL FOR IMROVING THE QUALITY OF THE CHAPTER:

(it's just a reviewer's suggestion)

In chapter Results and Discussion, it is necessary to refer to similar researches and to give an overview of the data. The aim is to comment through the chapter on the data obtained from our research and compare them with similar data.
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