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	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 manuscript provides significant value to the scientific community by presenting a fuzzy cooperative game theory framework for advancing renewable energy development, specifically through a case study on offshore wind farms in Kerala. By addressing uncertainties, stakeholder coalitions, and equitable benefit distribution, the study contributes a novel decision-making tool that can be adapted to similar renewable energy contexts worldwide. The work not only deepens theoretical understanding of fuzzy cooperative games but also offers practical insights for policymakers, investors, and utility companies seeking sustainable energy solutions. Importantly, it bridges the gap between mathematical modeling and real-world applications, thereby advancing both academic knowledge and societal progress in renewable energy research
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	The abstract will be improved by providing a clearer explanation of the practical impact and specific outcomes.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Needs to improve the language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The problem statement is not given. Please add the problem statement and revise the motivation of this research in detail according to your problem statement.
2. The introduction and literature review need to be improved. I suggest the authors revise the introduction and literature section according to the following suggested studies. 
3. Please clarify which of the assumptions is new in this area in the problem definition.
4. Can the research's shortcomings be commented on, particularly regarding the number of participants and the range of sectors addressed in the focus groups?
5. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present; a thorough language edit would improve readability and professional polish.

6. The future work part could be elaborated to specify potential integration scenarios with other decision-making frameworks and to outline computational performance considerations.
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