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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The article should be corrected by a native English-speaking person.  
Grammatical errors, formulation and typing errors should also be corrected. 
In many parts the article can not be followed and understood. For many 
thoughts, views there should be some references, articles cited.  
Articles dealing with the effects of climate change on psychological matters 
should be discussed in more detail, Covid-19 behavior also. 
The whole paper should be organized more (e.g. defining key concepts in the 
introduction, discussing PTSD, psychosomatic disorder depression, anxiety, 
etc. and connecting them to the key concepts of the paper; the authors should 
gradually build up the topics on mental health and climate change, mental 
health and Covid-19, etc.). In the mirror of discussing Covid-19 the authors 
should think about changing the title. The objective of the paper should not be 
put at the end. 
There are some references at the end that are not cited in the paper. 
 
Major reorganization should be implemented and the paper should be rewritten 
with more concrete aims and goals and more logically structured. 
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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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