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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 is significant as it examines the distribution and use of different types of conceptual metaphors to present ideas about climate change, a very relevant discourse and a need of the hour. The outcome of this study will help to understand how the use of metaphors will help the readers to understand the concepts and issues of climate change in a better way.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable as it conveys a clear indication of the idea to be discussed in it.

	

	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 of the manuscript is good.  It conveys the background of the study and its significance.  

        If a sentence can be added regarding the methodology, it would be better.

The title ‘Abstract’ can be put in bold.
Keywords are good. The title ‘Keywords’ can be put in bold.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The ideas are presented logically with the analysed data. The data presentation in the table is good for understanding the statistics.

The analysis and interpretation of the data are done in a good way in the discussion, and the researcher has done justice to what he/she has done and presented it well. 

The analysis with the examples for different metaphors is very helpful for the readers to understand the argument of researcher.

Methodology is well explained.

Main headings and subheadings can be demarcated by making them bold.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A sufficient number of recent references are included.  Make sure that the journal’s prescribed style is used. 
	

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


	The quality of the language used is good. However, thorough proofreading is recommended to avoid typo errors.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)
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