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1. This article examines who shares climate change research papers on Twitter by looking at the expressions used in profile descriptions.
2. Results indicate how diverse publics may be represented in the communication of scholarly documents on Twitter, with academics and organizations participating more for papers published in 2016, and the general public comparatively participating more in 2015.
3. The study highlights how the presence of unique or multiple categorizations in textual Twitter descriptions provides evidence of the publics of research in specific contexts, allowing for a better understanding of the reach of research on social media.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article is a well-researched and comprehensive exploration into who tweets climate change papers on Twitter, providing an analysis of user profile descriptions to assess their potential involvement in communicating scholarly documents related to climate change. The authors provide a thorough overview of previous studies related to this topic, as well as an extensive discussion about the contextuality and plurality of publics involved on Twitter. Furthermore, they provide detailed information about their methodology and data sources, which adds to its trustworthiness and reliability.
However, there are some points that could be further explored or discussed more thoroughly. For example, while the authors discuss how different publics may be represented in the communication of scholarly documents on Twitter, they do not provide any evidence or examples to support this claim. Additionally, while they mention that users engage with accounts they are familiar with or which post content relevant to them, they do not explore what types of content these users are engaging with or why they are engaging with it. Finally, while they discuss how influential users such as communicators or celebrities may engage their network more easily than other users, they do not explore what types of influence these users have over their networks or how this influence affects the communication of climate change research papers on Twitter.
In conclusion, this article is a reliable source for exploring who tweets climate change papers on Twitter through user profile descriptions; however there are some points that could be further explored or discussed more thoroughly for a deeper understanding of this topic.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Influence of communicators on climate change research papers
· Types of content engaging users on Twitter
· Examples of publics represented in climate change communication
· Impact of celebrities on climate change research papers
· Network engagement of influential users on Twitter
· Contextuality of publics in climate change communication
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