

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	New Advances in Business, Management and Economics

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6846

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Sustainable Renewable Energy Development Strategy

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses critical aspects of sustainable renewable energy development, integrating the concepts of green economy, policy, and technological innovation. It provides a comprehensive overview of strategies and initiatives that can guide future research in energy production, consumption, and management. By highlighting both practical projects and policy frameworks, the work bridges the gap between theory and real-world application, offering valuable insights for researchers, engineers, and policymakers. Furthermore, the manuscript draws attention to the pressing issue of rising energy demand due to population growth, emphasizing the need for sustainable and efficient energy solutions.
	

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

	The title of the article is generally suitable; however, given the broad scope of the topic, it would benefit from being more specific. Adding descriptive elements could help clearly convey the focus of the manuscript and attract the appropriate readership. A more targeted title would also enhance the article’s visibility and impact within the scientific community.
	

	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 generally good, but it requires some revisions to improve clarity and readability. Acronyms, such as “SMP,” should either be written in full or removed for clarity. The structure of the abstract could be enhanced to present a more logical flow of information. It is positive that the objective is clearly stated at the end, but it would be beneficial to also include any relevant numerical values or key findings from the manuscript to give readers a concise overview of the results and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and generally acceptable. However, proper citations and references are needed throughout, as several paragraphs currently lack supporting sources, which affects the manuscript’s validation and credibility. There are minor errors in punctuation, grammar, and spelling that should be carefully reviewed. Additionally, while the title is general, the study focuses on the MENA region and the Mediterranean Solar Plan project, so revising the title to reflect this specificity would improve clarity. Including relevant numerical values would further strengthen the manuscript, providing better justification for readers, researchers, policymakers, and the broader community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally recent and relevant, which is commendable. However, some paragraphs lack proper citations, and adding references for these sections would strengthen the manuscript’s credibility. While the current references are good, including additional recent and relevant sources would make the manuscript more comprehensive and well-supported.
	

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

	
The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally sufficient for scholarly communication. However, some corrections are needed to improve grammar, punctuation, spelling, and sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript on Sustainable Renewable Energy Development Strategy is a valuable and timely contribution, offering insights relevant to researchers, policymakers, business owners, and the broader community. It addresses important aspects of green economy, renewable energy production, and policy frameworks, making it informative and practical. However, the manuscript requires major revisions in several areas. Greater emphasis on energy consumption and its impacts, proper citation of references throughout, inclusion of relevant numerical data, and improvements in language, grammar, and structure are needed to strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor and readability. Additionally, refining the title to reflect the study’s focus on the MENA region and the Mediterranean Solar Plan would improve clarity and specificity. Overall, the work has strong potential but needs careful revision to reach its full impact.
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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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