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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 advances sustainable mining research by applying a multi-criteria decision-making framework to evaluate energy sources for gold extraction in Ghana. It provides a replicable model for balancing economic, environmental, and regulatory factors in resource-intensive industries. The findings offer empirical evidence to guide policy and investment decisions toward more sustainable energy transitions in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	No, the bibliography needs to be supported with modern references.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The manuscript uses both "thermomat" and "thermomats" interchangeably. Standardizing to one form throughout would improve consistency.

- Some numerical presentations vary (like, "0.57" vs. ".57"). Ensure consistent decimal formatting, especially in tables and computations.

- Section numbering (like, 4.1, 4.1.2, 4.1.4) has minor gaps. Review for sequential consistency.

- Add Nomenclature.
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