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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive bibliometric analysis of climate finance research from 2015 to 2024, highlighting key trends and influential contributions. I appreciate the systematic approach that combines performance, science mapping, and network analyses to present a clear picture of the field’s evolution. The study effectively identifies emerging themes such as blended finance and climate risk integration, adding strong relevance to current sustainability discourse. Overall, it is a well-organized and insightful paper, though the discussion on policy implications could be further expanded to enhance its practical significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “The Power of Finance in a Warming World: A Bibliometric Analysis of Climate Finance (2015–2024) and its Role in Shaping a Sustainable Future,” is clear and relevant, effectively capturing both the thematic focus and methodological approach of the study. However, it could be made more concise to enhance readability and academic precision. A suggested alternative title is: “Mapping Climate Finance Research (2015–2024): A Bibliometric Analysis of Trends and Sustainable Development Implications.” This version retains the core meaning while aligning more closely with the paper’s analytical scope and scholarly tone
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly presents the study’s purpose, methods, and key findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the number of publications analyzed and emphasizing the practical implications of the results. Reducing some background details would make space for these additions. Overall, it is well-written and effectively reflects the manuscript’s scope.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, employing a clear and well-defined bibliometric methodology using reliable tools like Bibliometrix, VOSviewer, and Gephi. The use of Scopus data enhances credibility, and the analyses are logically structured and aligned with the research objectives. Overall, it is technically sound and methodologically transparent.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, with most sources published between 2015 and 2024. They effectively support the study’s theoretical framework and methodological approach. However, the inclusion of a few more recent studies from 2023–2024 focusing on climate finance in developing economies and blended finance models could further strengthen the literature base. For instance, incorporating references from journals like Nature Sustainability or Journal of Sustainable Finance & Investment would enhance the manuscript’s contemporary relevance.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and coherent, effectively conveying complex ideas and methodological details. However, a minor round of language polishing is recommended to improve sentence flow and eliminate a few instances of redundancy and long constructions. Overall, the manuscript meets academic standards and maintains a professional scholarly tone.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a thorough and timely bibliometric analysis of climate finance research with strong methodological rigor and clear presentation. It offers valuable insights into emerging trends and contributors in the field. To enhance impact, the discussion on policy implications could be expanded, and minor refinements in structure and visuals are recommended. Overall, it is a well-executed and relevant study.
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