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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 (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.


	The research scope is interesting as it is related to the rising focus on the green energy transition. The study developed the understanding on the relationship between the green energy transition against the impact on the inflation in the economy. The focus area of study has provided good exploration towards the reaction and response of the green energy adoption towards the economical impact which has been widely accessed by many relevance green study in the area of academia. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good and suitable. 
	

	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 well written where there is proper structure and segregation on the different parts of the articles. The overall abstract provide a comprehensive understanding towards the development on the study in the systematic literature review. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided is very rich showing good quality and amount of research being conducted by the author. 

	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is a major fallout in the methodology in the sub topics under chapter 2 which need to be reivist as the overall articles appear to be incomplete. 
The part on the methodology appear to be incomplete and need to be revised before publication. 

There is good amout of the references provided.

There is a lot of involvement in the quantitative data which is highly recommened to provide a clear summary using table or visual summary. 

There is a good amount of discussion but lack of depth in the analysis where the opinion and relfection can be accompanied into the systematic literature review.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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