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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 paper presenting an ambitious, theoretically rich, and well‑read article that demonstrates strong command over climate humanities, ecocriticism, postcolonial ecology, energy humanities, and ecofeminism. The manuscript successfully positions literature as a moral‑imaginative infrastructure for climate consciousness, which is timely and intellectually compelling. However, in its current form, the paper reads more like a thesis chapter or an extended literature‑theory compendium than a tightly argued journal article. Thus, some discussion and presentation should be improved.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 could be tightened to better reflect the paper’s specific analytical contribution rather than its broad thematic scope.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript is excessively long for a journal article and contains considerable overlap across the Introduction, Literature Review, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion sections. Repetition weakens the overall argumentative force.

2. The central argument, while broadly persuasive, requires sharpening and clearer articulation. The paper would benefit from a more explicit statement of its original theoretical contribution beyond affirming that literature plays a role in climate ethics.

3. The Literature Review is comprehensive but encyclopedic. It would be more effective if condensed and reorganized to foreground only those debates directly engaged by the paper’s intervention.

4. The Methodology section remains largely descriptive. Greater specificity is needed regarding:

a. Criteria for text selection

b. Analytical procedure

c. The study’s methodological distinctiveness within ecocriticism

5. The “Results and Analysis” section reads more as a thematic discussion than as analytically differentiated findings. Clearer structuring around key conceptual claims would strengthen this section.

6. The paper introduces a very large number of theoretical voices, sometimes without sustained engagement. Reducing theoretical density and deepening engagement with a smaller core framework is recommended
	

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

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


	There are language and stylistic issues, including typographical inconsistencies, long sentences, and occasional grammatical errors, which require careful copy‑editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In overall, with substantial revision focusing on condensation, argumentative clarity, and methodological precision, the paper would make a strong contribution to interdisciplinary climate scholarship.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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