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PART1:ReviewComments 
 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 

themanuscriptand highlightthat partin the 
manuscript.Itis mandatorythat authorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewrite fewsentencesonthis manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 
 
 
 
3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
 
 
 
 
6. Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementionin the 
reviewform. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersare 
freetoprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
1. Yes,the manuscriptappearstobeimportantforthescientificcommunity, particularly   those   focused   
on   sustainable   energy   generation  and   policy development 
inIndiaandothersimilarregions.Themanuscriptprovidesa comprehensivereviewthat consolidates 
informationonrenewableenergysources, policyframeworks,technologicaladvancements,andsocio-
economicimpacts 

 
2.Thetitleisgenerallysuitable asitaccuratelyreflectsthefocusandscopeofthe article. 

 
 
 
3. Yes,theabstractprovidesaclearoverviewofthearticle'scontent,itsrelevance 
tosustainabledevelopmentgoals, andthespecificfocusonbiomassandsolar energyinIndia.It 
effectivelysummarizesthekeypointsandfindingsthatreaders canexpectfromthefull article. 

 
 
 
4.Thestructureofthe manuscript isappropriate,However, Inoticedthatthe 
sectionsandsubsectionsofthearticlearenot numberedconsistently.To improve 
theclarityandorganizationof the manuscript, I recommendnumberingallsections 
andsubsectionsappropriately. 

 
 
 
5.  I believe the manuscriptis  scientifically  correct.However, To enhance the scientificrigor 
andaccuracyofthe manuscript,Irecommendconsideringthe proposed optional comments. 

 
 
 
I  noticed that some of the references cited in the manuscript appear to be outdated.To ensurethe 
accuracy and relevance oftheinformation presented,I recommendusing 
referencesthatareuptodateandreflect thelatestresearchand developmentsinthefieldof 
renewableenergyandsustainabledevelopment. 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Is language/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
 
Ingeneral,thelanguagequalityseemssuitableforscholarly communications, However,I noticed a few 
areas  where  improvements  in  language clarity  and structurecouldenhancethemanuscript's 
readabilityandimpact,forexample: 

• Simplify complex statements, like "Overwhelming reliance on traditional energy 
sourceshasledtosevereenvironmentalrisks,including unpredictableweatherpatterns, 
healthissues,andglobal warming." 

•  Considerrevisingsentencesforclarityandconciseness,suchasrephrasing 
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 •  "The rise in the global population has increased demand for energy sources, 

whichvariesacrosscountries"to"Globalpopulationgrowthhas 
heighteneddemandforenergysources,varyingsignificantlybycountry." 

•  …..ect 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
1. Isuggestrenamingthesecondsectionofyourmanuscriptas"RelatedWork" 

tobetteralignwithcommonacademicterminology. 
2. Ifoundthefigurescouldbenefitfromimprovedclarity.Irecommendusing 

vectorgraphicsmethodsforcreatingfigurestoensuretheyareclearand high-
quality.TryusingforexampleVisiotool. 

3. Isuggestimprovingtheclarityofthetablesincludedinyourmanuscript.Clear and well-organized 
tables are crucial for effectively presenting data and 
enhancing readercomprehension. 

4. Thefigures/ tablesshouldbementionedbeforetheirappearanceinthetext. 
5. Ibelievethattheintroductionwouldbenefitfrommoredetailedexplanation. 
6. Ikindlyurge theauthorstorevisethemanuscripttoreducetheinstancesof plagiarismbeforefinal 

submission. 

 

 
 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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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