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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is important because it addresses a timely topic: global climate policy. The work is analytical, and the research period is long (the study uses time-series data from 1985 to 2022), allowing for statistical testing to confirm the model. The authors use simple statistics, but they do it well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ye, the title is good.
	

	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.


	In the abstract, the authors should add 2-3 sentences about the method used; there is too much general information in the abstract and too little about the methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction is too long; a lot of text should be cut out and a new section created: Background of analysis. The authors should add research questions in the form of RQs to the introduction, as RQ1...? RQ2...? The number of questions is at the authors' discretion, but it would be good to include three, consistent with the scope of the research and the results obtained. The authors should answer these question in results using form according to RQ1 ….. according to RQ 2…. Etc.

A figure with the research methodology could be added. The authors didn't include the data they used for their analysis. I believe such data should be added either to the Materials section or to the Appendix.

Section 4.5 Stability Test of the ARDL Estimated Model. This section has only fig. 
you need to add text


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please add more references from other regions, including the EU, could be added, as the EU is strongly pushing for acceleration of changes towards RES (you can see the paper about positive e.g. progress in  RES in EU countries and negative aspects e.g. about barriers to renewable energy source (RES) installations in EU countries
	

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


	Is fine
	

	Optional/General comments


	Quite good paper
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Bozena Gajdzik, Silesian University of Technology, Poland

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

