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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 issue of climate change has taken on greater importance since the scientific community became aware of its impact on prices, economic growth, financial stability, and economic policy. In this regard, the work submitted for our evaluation is particularly relevant, as it contributes to the debate on the relationship between climate change and monetary policy. The purpose of this study is therefore to highlight environmental risks and their implications for the stability of the banking sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Our observation is that the title is not very well crafted in relation to the content. The author focuses on environmental risks related to the stability of the banking sector without clearly highlighting the relationship between climate change and monetary policy.
	

	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 too long. There are too many details that the author could cut out.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its structure, literature, and methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is insufficient.
	

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


	The linguistic quality is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript under review has some fundamental problems. The introduction needs to be revised. In fact, it is not appropriate to have an introduction without theoretical and empirical references, turning certain passages into gratuitous assertions. The literature review is theoretically non-existent and empirically insufficient. The author rushes to discuss empirical work even though the debate is primarily theoretical (see Dikau and Volz (2021), Lau et al. (2023)). 
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