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	PART  1: Comments


	
	
	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 one of the most urgent topics of our era: achieving carbon neutrality. It integrates environmental, public health, and socioeconomic perspectives, providing a multidisciplinary framework valuable for researchers, policymakers, and climate specialists. Its comprehensive overview bridges gaps between sectors often studied separately, offering insights that can shape sustainable development strategies. Strengthening the analytical depth will further increase its impact.

The current title is clear and comprehensive, but slightly lengthy. Suggested alternative: Carbon Neutrality: Integrating Human Health and Ecosystem Resilience – A Critical Review. This retains the thematic connection while signaling analytical insight and attracting scholarly attention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The abstract is well-written and covers the main objectives and findings. However, it should include more quantitative data (e.g., mortality reduction rates, projected economic gains) and one sentence on limitations and research gaps. This will increase clarity and scientific robustness.
	

	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 manuscript is scientifically robust, referencing authoritative sources such as IPCC, WHO, and IRENA. However, sections on “Current Situation” and “Strategies” rely in part on secondary reviews; future improvement should involve direct references to primary datasets, recent satellite observations, and quantitative modeling studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	References are mostly sufficient and cover publications up to 2024. However, the literature on Digital Earth, carbon cycle modeling, and CCUS technologies lacks inclusion of certain 2024–2025 studies from Nature Climate Change and Environmental Research Letters. Adding these will update and deepen the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The English is fluent and understandable, but a final linguistic edit would improve conciseness and reduce repetitive phrases (e.g., repeated use of “carbon neutrality” at paragraph openings). Incorporating varied terminology will enhance readability.
	

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

	The paper’s structure is logical. Tables summarizing environmental and health impacts are useful, but could be complemented with comparative charts for greater visual impact. A dedicated methodology section for the review process (search strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria) would improve transparency and academic rigor.
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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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