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	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 manuscript is very important to the scientific community because it present an in-depth empirical evaluation of the interaction of use of renewable energy, technological innovation, financial development and economic growth in a fast-growing economy such as India.
The study provides the novel evidence on the impact of patent activity, financial systems, and urbanization on the natural resource utilization and environmental sustainability using the long-term data (1990-2022), as well as strong econometric methods (ARDL model). 

Its results dispute a number of conventional ideas especially on the subject of the resource curse and environmental consequences of technological innovation, hence providing some new lines of policy research. 

On the whole, the research paper can be of great use to researchers and policymakers aiming to find a moderate approach to sustainable development, energy security, and environmental conservation in emerging economies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on the content, scope, and empirical focus of the manuscript, the title is generally relevant, but it can be improved for clarity, accuracy, and alignment with the study’s findings.

suggested alternative “Energy, Innovation, Finance, and Natural Resources in India: A Multivariate Empirical Analysis”
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive because is clearly indicates that the research inquires connection between renewable energy utilization, carbon emission, technological innovation, monetary development and economic growth. It mentions the specified location, Methodology; It refers to ARDL, cointegration and causality, it outlines long run and short run relationships which is the key findings and it provides policy-based inferences. These aspects show that the abstract is informative and in line with academic requirements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not fully scientifically because of a number of problems such as lack of conceptual alignment between the title, model and results, not proper interpretation of the coefficients, lack of significant ARDL validation tests, no theoretical justification of the dependent variable, lack of consistency between results and the policy advice and methodological inconsistencies. 

Recommendations to improve it involve the clarification of the dependent variable, the redrafting of the abstract, supplementing it with ARDL diagnostics, justifying each variable theoretically, eliminating the conflicting policy recommendations, using consistent notation in variables, and displaying the full ARDL result. By making ample revisions to these matters, the manuscript will become a legitimate academic document.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references are suitable, sufficient but not mostly recent studies. Let 70% of the references falls between 2020 to 2025 published studies.
	

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


	Yes, the English language is quality and suitable for scholarly communications purpose.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Thank you for the opportunity to provide the peer review of the scientific article titled; “The Interaction of Renewable Energy, Carbon Emission, Technological Innovation, Financial Development and Economic Growth in India: An Empirical Analysis” There is a decisive flaw of the manuscript; the title and objectives formulated are concerned with renewable energy and carbon emission, yet the empirical model examines the determinants of overall natural resource rents. This results in unsubstantiated assertions, with some of the crucial variables such as CO2 emissions not being involved in the actual analysis. Moreover, the results interpretation and the policy guidance provided thereof are simply wrong because they see the expansion of resource use as a good sign of sustainability and promote the further destructive measures towards the environment, such as the increase in energy use. As a result, the main conclusions of the paper cannot be accepted and need to be re-frame with the focus on its real empirical results. If all these revisions are considered thoroughly the manuscript will be very good of publication standard.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no ethical issue(s) found in this manuscript.
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