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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.


	The paper offers significant contributions across empirical, methodological, and policy domains by focusing on the complex dynamics within the Indian economy. With the particularly in the fields of environmental economics and development policy the manuscript provide triggers for researchers further analysis. Many research area arises from the topic (energy, urbanization, climate and economy)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Recommended Revision: Urbanization and Energy Sustainability: An Empirical Study of Policy Trade-offs in the Indian Economy…
	

	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 is little weak that need some adjustment of coherence and scope. The title is too general and impossible to answer within this frame. What were not addressed well: foreign investment, type of energy, economic size and economic development which are too general). The abstract here is inconsistent with what were in methodology and findings (GDP, FDI) and their impacts. In general it lacks consistency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript needs major modification to be scientific. The flow of idea should address all at all step. In methodology it missed theoretical model and empirical model. The time range in abstract and in methodology is not the same. No information about the proxy of energy sustainability and urbanization. Some tables are not discussed. What statistical software were used?  Nothing about endogeneity problem and lags.
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	The references are more recent but more than ten citations are not referenced and more than 18 references are not cited.
	

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


	Needs Paraphrase and grammar check 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarifying the role of urbanisation in the title (as suggested in the revision) would significantly improve the paper's clarity and attract the intended readership. Problem of coherence and inconsistence should get attention. Revise the methodology.
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