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	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 article is important for the scientific community as it contests the presumption of a direct linear correlation between increase in regional temperature and economic growth. By emphasizing the significance of country-specific factors such as adaptive capacity, policy frameworks, and economic structures, the study advocates for more nuanced, localized analyses of climate impacts. The implementation of a systematic literature review enhances its reliability and scientific merit. 
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	According to objectives, aim, and methodology of the case study, the title of this article is suitable and unique, no need to change it.
	

	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 structured well, no need to changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the review methodology is scientifically correct, especially for a systematic literature review (SLR), which is a recognized and rigorous research method, particularly in the fields of social science, ecological sciences, and interdisciplinary research. It emphasizes transparency, replicability, and minimizing bias. Unlike narrative or traditional reviews, it follows a structured process, starting with 500 papers, filtering them based on journal quality (Q1/Q2) and ending with 13 relevant papers. This demonstrates the use of inclusion and exclusion criteria, a crucial component of SLRs. The mentioned papers were chosen from reputable international journals, indicating the use of scholarly databases like Scopus, a standard SLR practice.
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	Based on the literature of this study, the references are sufficient, and I have no suggestion for additional references, because all the information which should be provided are reported correctly.
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	The quality of the English language is suitable for scholarly communications.
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