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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article examines the impact of a global Carbon Tax (CT) and a Green Supporting Factor (GSF) on the greening of the real economy and credit market conditions.
2. The article develops a Stock-Flow Consistent behavioral model to analyze the risk transmission channels from the credit market to the economy via loans contracts, and of reinforcing feedback effects that could drive cascading macro-financial shocks.
3. The results suggest that while GSF could contribute to scale up green investments in short term, it could also introduce potential trade-offs on financial stability.
[bookmark: _Toc3]Article rating:
Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is written by three authors who are experts in their respective fields, which adds credibility to its content. The authors have provided detailed information about their research methodology and findings, which makes it easier for readers to understand their arguments and conclusions. Furthermore, they have included references to other relevant studies in order to support their claims. 
However, there are some areas where the article could be improved upon. For example, while the authors discuss potential risks associated with introducing a CT or GSF, they do not provide any evidence for these risks or explore counterarguments that may challenge them. Additionally, they do not present both sides of an argument equally; instead they focus mainly on supporting their own conclusions without considering alternative perspectives or points of view. Finally, there is some promotional content in the article as well; for example, when discussing welfare measures that should accompany a CT introduction, the authors only mention those that would benefit their own research rather than exploring all possible options available.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Counterarguments to CT or GSF introduction
· Welfare measures for CT or GSF introduction
· Alternative perspectives on CT or GSF introduction
· Evidence for risks associated with CT or GSF introduction
· Promotional content in CT or GSF research
· Balanced arguments for CT or GSF introduction
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