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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 manuscript is important for the scientific and academic community because it shows that understanding the climate problem involves not just scientific evidence and policy frameworks but also cultural, ethical, and creative participation. The study provides an interdisciplinary approach that connects environmental science and the humanities by fusing ecocriticism, energy humanities, ecofeminism, and postcolonial ecology. By demonstrating how literary tales convert abstract scientific information into ethical awareness, emotive understanding, and problems of justice, it promotes climate humanities studies. By doing this, the text adds to more general discussions about sustainability, climate justice, and planetary responsibility, making it pertinent to all fields that are interested in the Anthropocene.
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	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 conceptually sound, well-organized, and generally thorough. The main literary corpus is identified, the interdisciplinary theoretical framework is outlined, the problem (climate crisis as a cultural and imaginative issue) is clearly established, and the main argument regarding literature's ethical and creative role in addressing climate change is articulated. The abstract already satisfies scholarly requirements for the majority of journals in interdisciplinary environmental studies, ecocriticism, and climate humanities.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In accordance with the standards of the humanities and multidisciplinary climate research, the manuscript is indeed academically and scientifically sound. Its claims are theoretically sound, philosophically sound, and in line with well-established research in postcolonial ecology, ecocriticism, climate humanities, energy humanities, and ecofeminism. In keeping with its qualitative and humanistic methodology, the study does not make unsupported empirical or scientific claims about climate processes; instead, it responsibly engages with climate science as a contextual foundation and focuses on cultural, ethical, and narrative interpretations.
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