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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.


	The manuscript of environmental sustainability in sports, especially cricket, which has cultural, economic, and social significance in India, is one that the manuscript tackles with growing relevance.  It draws attention to regional ecological issues (waste, energy, and water) and initiatives by the BCCI, IPL franchises, and state associations by using Dharamshala and Mohali as case studies.  The work is significant because it connects environmental studies and sports management, offering practical perspectives to sustainability researchers, policymakers, and cricket administrators.  It adds to the expanding global conversation about "green sports," which is still not well understood in South Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, concise, and reflects both the theme and geographical scope. However, a slightly refined version may improve clarity:

Suggested alternative: “Greening Cricket in India: Sustainability Concerns and Initiatives”
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is descriptive rather than analytical, it does describe the problem (environmental concerns), objectives, and scope.  It ought to contain:

· Methodology (survey, ANOVA analysis) is briefly mentioned.

· Findings that are more clearly expressed (waste, water, and electricity challenges quantified).

· Implications for practice and policy should be mentioned more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the manuscript has a sound scientific structure, it is undermined by a number of problems:

1. Clarity of methodology: Although an ANOVA and survey were mentioned, there is a lack of detail regarding the sampling plan, reliability tests, and rationale for the statistical tools.

2. Data presentation: A few tables are missing units, captions, and appropriate interpretation.

3. An excessive amount of descriptive narrative is used, and there is little critical analysis linking the results to more general sustainability theory or international practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Although there are enough references, they are not recent enough.  Only a small number of citations are after 2020; the majority date from 2004 to 2010.

· The most recent sustainability practices in international sports (ICC, FIFA, or Olympic reports after 2020) should be cited in the paper.

· Inconsistent citation formatting (different abbreviations for journal names, missing DOIs).
	

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


	· Although most of the language is understandable, there are a few grammatical mistakes, repetitions, and slang terms that need to be fixed (“Saving our Mother Earth,” “all cannot be destined to fate”).

· Repetitions in the results and introduction should be eliminated.

· Sentences need to be shorter and more academic.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Charts, infographics, or figures showing trends in water use and carbon footprint would greatly enhance readability.

· The conversation ought to be restructured to distinguish between findings, worldwide comparisons, and suggestions.

· The conclusion should be more focused on practical suggestions rather than generic motivational statements.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

None, the information gathered through interviews and questionnaires seems real. But there is no mention of informed consent or ethical clearance from an institutional board. This needs to be made clear.
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