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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 presents the first fuzzy cooperative game framework designed for renewable-energy investment, enabling rigorous cost-benefit allocation under uncertainty. Embedding membership grades into the characteristic function and Shapley calculus, it moves beyond crisp models to address vague data and heterogeneous risks. The Kerala offshore-wind example shows fuzzy cores can yield stable, fair payoffs when data are limited, offering a replicable tool for other regions and technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	A Fuzzy Cooperative Game Approach for Benefit Sharing in Renewable Energy Projects: A Case Study of Offshore Wind Farms in Kerala
	

	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, methodology, case study (Kerala), and keywords. However, it lacks the following: No clear statement of the main findings or model effectiveness. No mention of data sources or model validation. The English expression is awkward in places, with inappropriate word choices (e.g., “spawned,” “concernment,” “mortal and immortals”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific content is generally sound. The application of fuzzy cooperative game theory is logically structured, and the calculations of Shapley values and the core are consistent with standard definitions. However, there are some issues: The fuzzy characteristic function is defined in a simplified linear weighted form, but its validity is not justified. A reference supporting this approach is recommended. In the numerical example, each player's marginal contribution is identical across all coalitions, which is unrealistic. This should be clarified as a simplifying assumption for illustrative purposes, or more variable data should be used. The model lacks validation: There is no comparison with traditional cooperative game models or other allocation mechanisms. A comparative analysis or sensitivity test is recommended.
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	Most references are published before 2015, and recent studies (post-2020) are missing.

There is a lack of recent literature on offshore wind energy, fuzzy games in energy policy, and renewable energy cooperation.
	

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


	No, the current language quality is not suitable for academic publication. There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inappropriate word choices.
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