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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 (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.


	This paper deals with a very relevant topic on India–Japan energy cooperation and its link with sustainability. It is useful for the academic community because it connects policy, economy, and environmental concerns in a balanced way. The paper highlights how both countries are working toward clean energy goals and what scope exists for future collaboration. It will interest readers in international relations, energy policy, and climate studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and suitable. But if author wants and If needed, a shorter version could be: “India–Japan Energy Cooperation and Sustainability Prospects”. 
	

	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.


	The abstract covers the background and objectives well. 

It could be improved by adding 1–2 lines on the actual findings (for example, renewable energy growth in India vs. Japan and policy suggestions).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically correct. The arguments are logical, the structure is clear, and data sources are relevant. A bit more explanation of the results (e.g., graphs and trends) would make it stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and include recent works. Adding some very recent policy reports (such as IEA or UN updates from 2023–24) would make it even better.
	

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


	The language is good overall and suitable for publication. A few sentences can be shortened to avoid repetition, especially in the introduction and literature review.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, it is a good paper with clear policy relevance. With some small improvements to the abstract, references, and data discussion, it will be ready for publication.
The paper is well written and relevant. Only minor improvements are needed in the abstract, references, and data explanation.
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