Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_148547

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	FINANCIAL FEASIBILITY OF ROOFTOP SOLAR ENERGY HOUSEHOLDS IN MYSURU CITY – A PERCEPTUAL STUDY

	Type of the Article
	Scholarly Book Review


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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.


	The paper is appropriately in the context of sustainability of solar projects. It highlights the importance of renewable energy and the role of households and their finances in the installation of rooftop solar energy systems. It also covers the demographics aspect of the sample, making it more economically comprehensive. The paper is a timely and novel addition to the literature in the area of renewable energy finances under the household sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate and suitable to the content.
	

	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.


	No, I do not think any addition is required. It is quite comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and flows in likewise manner with connectivity and proper reasoning. It aligns with the most emerging renewable energy installation goal and it’s financing.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I must say that mere 7-8 literature review is quite less to find out research gap for any study. Therefore, you should include more review to give your paper a sound backing. Also, a discussion part can be added instead of just writing findings after results, where you can cite certain literature which align with your study to make your paper scientifically more appealing.
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	Yes, the language, flow of content, and quality is absolutely fine.
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