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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript provides critical insights into the effectiveness of climate policy interventions in enhancing energy efficiency and controlling deforestation across diverse global regions. By comparing regions with and without proactive policies, it offers valuable empirical evidence on how structured climate governance can lead to measurable environmental benefits. The study's combination of qualitative and quantitative analysis enhances its robustness and relevance, making it a useful reference for researchers, policymakers and environmental strategists. Its findings contribute to the global discourse on climate change mitigation, offering direction for future policy design and implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article suitable
	

	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 generally comprehensive but can be improved for clarity, precision and coherence. It effectively outlines the study's objective of evaluating policy interventions on energy efficiency and deforestation across various regions from 2000 to 2020. 

The wording should be refined to clearly distinguish between regions with and without policy interventions. Vague phrases such as "savings from EE and demand" should be revised or removed and grammatical errors should be corrected for better readability.

Including clearer links between the numerical results and the specific regions would enhance the abstract’s impact. 

Refining the language and structure will make the abstract more informative and professionally aligned with scientific standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its objectives, methodology, data analysis and interpretation of results. It follows a logical structure, applying both qualitative and quantitative approaches to assess the impact of climate policy interventions on energy efficiency and deforestation. The use of historical data from 2000 to 2020, along with econometric methods such as Pearson correlation and time series analysis, supports the scientific validity of the findings.
The manuscript could benefit from below points

· More precise terminology (e.g., replacing vague terms like “savings from EE and demand” with specific indicators).

· Clarifying causal links between policies and outcomes where only associations are implied.

· Addressing limitations more thoroughly, such as the potential variability within regions or the exclusion of other influencing variables (e.g., economic growth, technological adoption).
	

	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 generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources, particularly from 2020 to 2025 which reflect current research on climate policy, energy efficiency and deforestation. The manuscript could be further strengthened by including more region-specific or policy-focused studies. 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are adequate but require improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the manuscript successfully conveys its main ideas, it contains several grammatical errors and inconsistent sentence structures that may hinder clarity. Phrases such as “some trends should be combat with international efforts” or “EE on facilities were as percent changes” need revision for grammatical correctness and readability. Improving sentence flow, refining technical terminology, and correcting syntax will enhance the overall academic quality and ensure the content is clearly understood by an international scholarly audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic by evaluating the impact of climate policy interventions on energy efficiency and deforestation across multiple regions. The comparative analysis provides valuable insights into the effectiveness of proactive environmental policies, offering important implications for policymakers and researchers. While the study is well-structured and scientifically grounded, improvements in language clarity, grammatical accuracy and refinement of the abstract would enhance its readability and professional quality. Integrating more recent global policy references, such as the IPCC reports, could further strengthen its contribution to the literature on climate change mitigation strategies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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