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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.


	Importance of the paper to the scientific community

This manuscript contributes to the research field on the relationship between economic development, urbanization and energy sustainability in an emerging economy like India. The use of advanced regression methods such as DOLS, FMOLS and IMOLS helps clarify the causal relationships and provides valuable empirical evidence. The research results can assist policy makers in balancing growth and environmental protection, especially in the context of international commitments such as the Paris Agreement. In addition, the paper also suggests new research directions on the role of FDI in energy transition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title

Not entirely appropriate: The current title is quite long and does not clearly reflect the focus on the relationship between urbanisation and renewable energy.

Alternate suggestion: “Urbanisation and Renewable Energy in India: Empirical Evidence of Policy Trade-offs Using DOLS and FMOLS”
	

	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.


	Abstract

Incomplete: The abstract does not clearly state the research objectives, does not clearly present the methodology (model, variables), and lacks conclusions and specific policy recommendations.

Additional suggestions:

- Clearly state the objectives: test the relationship between GDP, FDI, urbanisation, and renewable energy.

- Summarise the model and data: use DOLS, FMOLS on data 1996–2024.

- Main results: GDP has a positive impact, urbanisation has a negative impact, and FDI is unclear.

- Policy recommendations: sustainable urban planning, encouraging green investment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Introduction

- Lack of a clear research question.

- Lack of a statement of the new contribution of the study compared to previous papers.

- Suggestion:

- Need to add a specific research question.

- State the gap that this study fills (e.g., lack of research on urbanisation and renewable energy in India).
2. Literature Review

There is a good summary table, but:

- Lack of research gap analysis.

- No clear research hypothesis development.

- Suggestion:

Add a gap summary section after the table.

· State the hypothesis: GDP (+), FDI (?), Urbanisation (–), which impact on the RE variable.

3. Research Methodology

- Has a clear model, but lacks model hypothesis testing

- Lacks a detailed description of the data collection process (source, processing, reliability).

Suggestions:

- Add details on how to collect data from HSIE and Indiastat.

- Clarify reasons for choosing variables and time periods.

- Clarify model tests such as correlation coefficients, multicollinearity, etc.

- Clarify variable description tables, such as how to calculate variables, interpret variables, etc.

- Clarify sampling method.

4. Results and Discussion

- Relevant and clear, with good data tables and analysis.

- Lack of in-depth policy discussion: only general suggestions.

Suggestions:

· More in-depth analysis of the impact of urbanisation and GDP on energy policy.

· More specific suggestions: e.g., green urban planning, tax incentives for renewable energy.

Article structure

· Comparatively meets the IMRaD model, however:

· Missing the “Discussion” section, clearly separated from the results section.

· The conclusion section does not clearly state the academic contribution and future research direction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References

- Rich and updated references, many sources from 2020–2024.

- However:

- Additional suggestions: Recent studies on urbanisation and renewable energy in developing countries such as Vietnam, Indonesia and some other countries could be added for comparison.
	

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


	Language and English quality are relatively good; however, there are some minor grammatical errors and non-academic expressions. It is suggested that the abstract and introduction be revised to enhance their academic quality and coherence.
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