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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper is important because it raises critical issues related to environmental education in facing the challenges of climate change. However, although the themes raised are relevant, the contribution of this research to real solutions in the context of environmental education is still unclear. Further exploration of the long-term impact of the applied ecopedagogical methods as well as a more in-depth analysis of the institutional barriers found in the research is needed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript "Activating Students Climate Action Through Ecopedagogy" is appropriate, but it is still general. Alternative titles that are more specific and describe the context of the research more clearly may be considered, such as "Reinventing Ecopedagogy and Its Implication on Enhancing Climate Action in Indonesian Adiwiyata Schools"?
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is quite clear in presenting the objectives and methods of the research. However, the abstract has not critically demonstrated the significant weaknesses found, such as gaps between student knowledge and action, as well as substantial institutional barriers. Suggestions to add these critical findings so that the reader gets a realistic picture of the results of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically strong with a mixed-method approach, but the survey results show a low to moderate average score for student knowledge and action (average below 3 on a scale of 5). This needs to be studied more critically, especially why the applied ecopedagogical methods are not effective in producing significant real student actions. In addition, teachers' limitations in understanding climate change issues should be further explored as this is a critical factor that affects the effectiveness of the program.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are quite relevant but still lacking in exploring recent research that critically evaluates the implementation of ecopedagogy or similar interventions in the school environment. It is suggested that a recent reference (2023-2024) be added that specifically evaluates the challenges of implementing similar methods and strategies to address the gap between knowledge and action.
	

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


	The use of English in the manuscript is quite clear, but there are some minor errors in the use of academic terminology and inconsistencies in the presentation of survey data. Stricter proofreading is recommended to improve academic quality in terms of language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this research has great potential but lacks critical exploration of the structural barriers in the school ecosystem that prevent students from acting actively. Emphasis needs to be placed on the analysis of education policies, especially the role of institutions in supporting or inhibiting ecopedagogical practices.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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