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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 importance of the article is significant when it comes to issues related to environmental
education, whether in adults or children. Therefore, the scientific community is enriched
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? with studies like this one.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
Yes it is appropriate to the content and study undertaken by the author.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) The abstract would summarize the coherence of the title with the body of the article.
However, in relation to the key words used, it should not use words that are already in the
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? title of the article so as not to create redundancy in the information in case of searches in
academic databases.

Yes, but it could have been explored further both in the literature review and in the

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? presentation of the results.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? The study carried out complies with the rules for the submission of articles by the journal. It

presents scientific relevance, although this could be increased with more bibliographical

sources, which could be more recent and relevant to the study in question. The justification

for the research is reasonably explicit. The study methodology was well applied and

presents interesting although scarce results. The results could have been further explored

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of to draw better conclusions. The entire article is written in accordance with the standards
additional references, please mention in the review form. prescribed in the journal of submission.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide I think the literature review could have been further explored by using more sources, more

additional suggestions/comments) recent and more robust references to give more weight to the study undertaken.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments

Although | realise that the bibliographical references could be more recent and more robust | accept

the article as it is without substantial changes.
PART 2:
Reviewer’s comment IAAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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