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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	A systematic literature review allows for the synthesis of existing studies, the identification of research gaps, and the assessment of the quality of scientific work. It structures the theoretical framework by organizing concepts and approaches, thus providing a crucial contribution to the scientific community. It is particularly important for current topics, which are strongly influenced by economic conditions and geopolitical tensions, regularly placing energy issues at the center of scientific and political debate.
	










PART  2.1 (Objective Publication)

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2

	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4

	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3


	

	7. Is the literature review recent?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	









PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	From the title, I was expecting an econometric analysis; the word 'dynamics' is inappropriate… the title is misleading compared to the content.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Just that the term 'comprehensive' should be avoided, as it can come across as somewhat pretentious in a scientific context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	I would suggest that paragraphs 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 organize the review of the articles in a coherent manner, either chronologically or methodologically, since the transitions between articles currently feel quite abrupt. It also seems relevant in these paragraphs to identify the number of articles per theme and their representativeness within the total number of articles selected.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	A brief search on Web of Science revealed other articles not cited in the current work… I think the literature review still needs to be updated.
· Ganie, A. U., & Ahmad, M. (2025, December). Reassessing the energy-finance-growth triangle in India: Evidence from asymmetric and non-linear modelling. Journal of Financial Economic Policy. Advance online publication. 
· Gogoi, M., & Hussain, F. (2025, August). Evaluating the impact of renewable and non-renewable energy consumption on industrialization in India: A time series analysis. Competitiveness Review. Advance online publication. 
· Fernandes, K., Marathe, S. R., & Pandhre, S. S. (2025). Evaluating the role of government expenditure in promoting renewable energy and economic growth in India. Environmental Economics, 16(2), 162–172. 
· Marwan, N. F., Harun, M. F. A. A. C., & Suppiah, R. K. (2024, July). Nexus between climate change, technological inputs, energy consumption and cereal production in India: An ARDL approach. Environment-Behaviour Proceedings Journal, 9, 3–10. 
· Behera, J. (2017). Nexus of energy consumption, CO₂ emission and economic growth in India: Evidence from Toda & Yamamoto Granger non-causality approach. International Journal of Ecological Economics & Statistics, 38(2), 98–113. 
· Nepal, R., Paija, N., & Harvie, C. (2021, March 1). Energy security, economic growth and environmental sustainability in India: Does FDI and trade openness play a role? Journal of Environmental Management, 281. https://doi.org/[DOI] 
· Usman, O., Iorember, P. T., & Olanipekun, I. O. (2019, May). Revisiting the environmental Kuznets curve (EKC) hypothesis in India: The effects of energy consumption and democracy. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 26(13), 13390–13400.
· Upadhyaya, K. P., Nag, R., & Mixon, F. G., Jr. (2023, December). Causal relationships between oil prices and key macroeconomic variables in India. International Journal of Financial Studies.


	




	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

In my view, the author or authors need to make a greater effort to synthesize the information through summary tables in order to move beyond the very narrative style that currently dominates, especially considering that more advanced techniques exist for conducting such studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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