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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	It engages students in energy-related projects encourages awareness of sustainable practices and the importance of renewable energy sources.
Students can develop innovative solutions that address energy efficiency, conservation, and sustainable energy production.

Participation in competitions like this would help students to acquire entrepreneurial skills, including project management, business planning, and market analysis.

Students can apply theoretical knowledge to practical scenarios, enhancing their problem-solving abilities and creativity.

I like the manuscript because of the these importance specified
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	t
The title of this article is suitable

It should be maintained
	

	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 not comprehensive enough

Author should add methodology used, sources of data, analysis results and recommnedations to the abstract.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections are not adequate
Research design, methdology literature review and data analysis are not clear. This should be reviewed
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript contributes to new insights or perspectives to the field.

It is aligned with current trends in energy innovation and entrepreneurship.
The use of technical terms is good and consistent throughout the manuscript
By this, I think the manuscript is robust but but analysis, implications to practice of future research should be highlighted
	

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

-
	The references are current but very scanty.
1. Green Transformation and Sustainable Development:

 State Council of the People's Republic of China. (2021). China's Policies and Actions for Addressing Climate Change. Retrieved from [State Council](http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/2021-10/29/content_5649445.htm).

2. Dual Carbon Goals:

National Development and Reform Commission. (2020). Guidance on Promoting the "Dual Carbon" Goals. Retrieved from [NDRC](http://www.ndrc.gov.cn/)

3. Investment Value Analysis Theory:

  Chen, Y., & Zhang, L. (2021). Investment Value Analysis in Emerging Markets: A Theoretical Framework. Journal of Business Research, 129, 89-97.

4. ChatGPT User Statistics:

  OpenAI. (2023). ChatGPT: A Revolutionary AI Language Model. Retrieved from [OpenAI](https://openai.com/chatgpt)

5. 14th Five-Year Plan and AI:

  State Council of the People's Republic of China. (2020). The 14th Five-Year Plan for Economic and Social Development. Retrieved from [State Council](http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/2021-03/12/content_5584604.htm)
More references such as provided should be added
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language is suitable. 
The engish used id appropriate for the article and may be maintained.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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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