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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 Scientific Paper "Environmental Degradation in Kashmir: A Scientific Analysis through the Lens of Legal Rights and Sustainable Development Perspectives.”, has the great importance to the scientific community because:
1.This Scientific Paper strikes you from its title which is attractive and current.
2. This Scientific Paper, on the one hand, it shows environmental degradation in Kashmir,and on the other hand, it presents readers, researchers, but also politicians and law enforcement officials, with A Scientific Analysis through the Lens of Legal Rights and Sustainable Development Perspectives.
3.This Paper in scientific terms is well structured. It consists of abstract, introduction, purpose of the study, materials and methods, some important issues, up to results and discussion, integrated discussion and recommendations and conclusion.
4. Extended content of the scientific paper addresses important issues such as: glacier recession, water pollution (Dal Lake), Air pollution in Srinagar, solid waste management, environmental legal framework and enforcement, judicial actions and fundamental rights, sustainable development goals (SDGs) Linkages,
5.This paper also presents important data through four tables with different data and statistics that make this paper more concrete and more scientifically argued.
6.The substantive and important issues that this scientific work generally addresses attract the reader, but in particular invite, in one spirit, with environmental security experts, law enforcement officers, police officers, prosecutors, judges and politicians to read, study and learn lessons and be encouraged to improve the situation and more correct implementation of the law in this important field for improving the lives and health of citizens
	.

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title “Environmental Degradation in Kashmir: A Scientific Analysis through the Lens of Legal Rights and Sustainable Development Perspectives.”, it is an appropriate title.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.

However, from a professional and academic perspective, I have some observations, proposals for additions, changes, and improvements to give greater professional and academic value to this scientific paper.

1. The point 2. Purpose of the Study,  to to be done Purpose and Objectives of the Study. So, to add  study objectives.
Also, should be added, Research Question and Study Hypotheses.
2. The point 3 Materials and Methods it is necessary  to also address the scientific research methodology of this paper.
3. On the Table 2: Dal Lake Pollution Indicators (2024–2025), Table 3: Air Quality in Srinagar, and Table 4: Solid Waste Management in Srinagar, Suggestion to add the sources of data for these tables.
4. The point 5.Environmental Legal Framework and Enforcement, I suggest that the legal framework should have gone into more depth in reflecting them more fully and then conducting a more complete legal analysis.
5. The point 6. Judicial Actions and Fundamental Rights, I sugjest that the author should refer to the concrete decisions of the Supreme Court and the High Court of Jammu & Kashmir. So, concrete scientific work requires concrete judicial decisions to analyze and identify shortcomings and gaps, so that the recommendations at the end of the work can be given in the most concrete way for their improvement.
As a reviewer, I have provided comments and suggest that the author should patiently welcome them in order to strengthen his scientific study and increase the value of this scientific work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 

	Scientific work is a dedicated and valuable work, but in order to be better evaluated in a professional, scientific and academic aspect, I offer these suggestions:
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	The references are sufficient and recent. 
I think the references are from 2025 and 2024, and this is very positive. 
But on the other hand, the presentation of only 5 references in this scientific paper is very few, when only the footnotes are 29 in total.
Therefore, more references would be needed because the issue is important and the content addresses many issues. 
It is necessary to add also the authors of domestic and foreign books that deal with these issues where the author should refer in his scientific paper
Also to add laws that have been analyzed.
	

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

The quality of the language/English of the article is suitable for scientific communications.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The opinions, suggestions, proposals and recommendations made in this paper have been made from two aspects:First, the work can be improved and secondly, after this improvement this work will gain more value as a scientific work and will be taken as a reference by many researchers in this field.
I believe that one of the main objectives of review by me and the system is to "improve the quality of a candidate manuscript."
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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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