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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This chapter surveys concepts and tools used to appraise sustainable energy pathways linking sustainability theory (weak vs. strong sustainability), indicator frameworks, and decision-support methods (DEA benchmarking and multi-criteria analysis) with a regional case on the MENA renewable-electricity transition and the Mediterranean Solar Plan. It compiles economic, environmental, and social criteria, and discusses trade-offs in technology choice and policy design. The MENA focus (1990–2015 production trends; solar/wind/hydro mixes) is useful for researchers and policymakers comparing strategies across countries. With clearer methods, updated data, and standardized terminology, the chapter could serve as a practical reference for indicator-based planning of renewable-electricity expansion. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is clear but generic. 
	

	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.

	It states the motivation and mentions cost/technology comparisons, but it should:
Add: (i) the scope/time window (e.g., 1990–2015 for generation trends), (ii) data sources used (e.g., IEA, MEDENER/OME), (iii) the specific methods (DEA and multi-criteria analysis), and (iv) 1–2 headline findings (e.g., hydropower dominance; limited diversification; role of subsidies).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Directionally sound, but several issues require correction before it is technically robust.
· Methodological specificity (DEA/MCDA).
· Data currency and comparability. 
· Terminology and accuracy.
· Regional results and causality. 
· Tables/figures and country labels.
· Social vs environmental classification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The list combines foundational sources (2000–2014) with some recent items (2022–2025).
	

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

	

There are frequent grammar issues and inconsistent capitalization 


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Add a methods box summarizing data sources, period, indicators
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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