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	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents an alternative perspective on global warming by emphasizing the role of anthropogenic heat rather than solely focusing on CO₂ emissions. By proposing a heat management mechanism based on water's phase transitions, it challenges conventional climate models and offers a new approach to understanding climatic changes. The study's ability to explain temperature and ocean level variations during glacial cycles strengthens its scientific validity. Its findings encourage further research into mitigating anthropogenic heat, which could lead to innovative strategies for climate adaptation and sustainable energy solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Alternative Titles:
1. Rethinking Climate Change: The Role of Anthropogenic Heat in Global Warming
	

	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 provides a detailed overview of the article’s key arguments but could benefit from greater clarity and conciseness. It would be helpful to explicitly highlight how the proposed heat management model differs from conventional climate science, ensuring the main scientific contribution is more apparent. Additionally, reducing repetitive phrases and emphasizing the practical implications of the findings—such as their impact on energy policy and climate adaptation—would enhance the abstract’s effectiveness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents an alternative perspective on climate change that challenges conventional CO₂-driven models, but its scientific accuracy would require further validation through peer-reviewed studies and empirical data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	list of references, making it easy to assess whether the sources are sufficient and recent. 
	

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


	The manuscript's language is generally understandable but lacks the precision and clarity expected in scholarly communication. Some sentences are overly complex, and certain terms and phrases are ambiguously structured, which may lead to misinterpretation. Refining the grammar, improving sentence flow, and ensuring consistency in terminology would enhance its readability and academic rigor.
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