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[1][2][3] Yes, it is true, the tittle says everything, so you do not need to open the article, nevertheless you are ‘climate

believer’ and you need scientifically proofed information. I found the article too technical and does not provide any deeper

analysis of noun-words, relations, preconditions, etc. 

The article deals with climate change denial and skepticism topic. However, the hypothesis and does not fully support the

differences. Why does in some hypotheses there are no differences in ‘deniers’ and ‘believers’ in some reddits?

Every time we want to proof something we usually refer to previous findings and, nowadays internet is the main source of

information. There is nothing wrong to research online comments and people’s behavior. However, the research is too

much consternating on non-existent things; I am absolutely sure that, there are no any ‘climate’ or ‘climate change’ or ‘-

believers’ / ‘-deniers’ in the internet, there are only various thoughts opinions and predispositions, etc. The real things are

happening here and now. I will be more than happy that every denier would spend the whole day on finding these

supportive materials in ‘biased sources’ and do nothing practical in life.

Moreover, putting the world into YES and NO position makes the article too flat. Am I ‘climate change believer’, absolutely

not, I am a person, who works with climate change topic, and climate change as ‘a thing’ could be fundament of the

research, what could help supporting hypotheses and keeping believes or non-believes aside.

The discussion part should be including more: what is denial itself, should be any reaction to denialism and how much is

harmful /prosperous for some kind of commenters? Are online media and academic journals being as much reliable

sources of information as they are presented?
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