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	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.


	This manuscript addresses the underexplored yet increasingly significant intersection of climate change and faith. By applying bibliometric methods, it highlights how religious traditions contribute to ecological ethics, activism, and climate justice discourses. Its relevance lies in bridging theology, policy, and science, offering valuable insights for both scholars and practitioners working on climate change governance, resilience, and inclusive sustainability. It is particularly important for expanding Global South perspectives in climate–religion research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and reflects the scope of the study. A minor suggestion would be to make it more concise, e.g.: “Climate Change and Faith: A Bibliometric Exploration of Intersections in a Warming Planet.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-structured and provides the aim, methodology, findings, and implications. It may benefit from specifying the number of publications analyzed, as this adds precision and transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is methodologically sound, employing bibliometric analysis with appropriate keywords, timeframe (2000–2025), and analytical techniques (co-occurrence networks, geographic distribution, citation analysis). The conceptual framing is strong, though some sections (e.g., Methods) would benefit from more detail about the specific bibliometric software or tools used.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript cites recent works (2021–2025), including key bibliometric and climate-religion studies. However, a few additional references from foundational bibliometric methodology (e.g., VOSviewer, Bibliometrix) would strengthen the rigor of the methods section. Similarly, expanding references on Global South scholarship would balance the Northern dominance in citations.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, scholarly, and accessible. Minor grammatical refinements (e.g., overly long sentences in the Introduction and Discussion) would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures are mentioned but not fully presented (e.g., placeholders for trend graphs and conceptual frameworks). These should be included before publication.

· The discussion section could further connect bibliometric findings to concrete policy implications.

· Expanding on methodological limitations (e.g., bias in Lens.org coverage, exclusion of grey literature) would enhance transparency.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Amrit Dhakal, PhD, Prince of Songkla University, Nepal

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


