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	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 research is important and provides a concrete example of the analysis of an educational program for climate action. While it cannot be extrapolated to other contexts, research on specific experiences is also essential work for the scientific community in the educational field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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 objectives section includes a justification of the project, which is not mandatory.

· The methods section does not mention the surveys used or the type of qualitative method.

· The methodology section does not include the age range or gender distribution. It also does not include the number of people interviewed or their characteristics. It is not necessary to explain the analysis of the results in this section.

· Results: The qualitative analyses are not well explained.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a general objective, but no specific objectives. It would be useful to incorporate some research questions or hypotheses that can be analyzed and accepted or rejected based on the analysis.

The introduction is brief, with little in-depth discussion of the dimensions that comprise environmental awareness. It argues, on the one hand, that knowledge is important, but on the other, that it is not sufficient. This is a topic widely studied in research on environmental awareness, and it would be advisable to use more references on the subject. Numerous studies indicate that the cognitive dimension, although important, is not sufficient to generate changes in behavior and attitudes. On the other hand, it would be interesting to investigate what type of knowledge exists, since, depending on the content addressed, environmental education will be more or less effective.

It would be useful if the introduction were structured into distinct sections to distinguish the importance of environmental education and environmental awareness in the specific program being studied.

The methods section lacks references. It does not explain how the qualitative data from the interviews were analyzed, the number of people interviewed, or the types of questions asked.

The results are not well explained or presented. The tables appear before the text and are not mentioned in it. It is inappropriate to include a table without first explaining it. This is also a requirement of the journal itself.

The results section should be as objective as possible, scientifically explaining the data and the analyses performed for subsequent discussion. The analysis of the results is poor, and statements from the conclusions section are used. The analysis of the qualitative study is nonexistent, with a subjective section (3.3) filled with statements that cannot be verified with a proper analysis of the results. The qualitative data are closely related to the quantitative data, with no data triangulation performed to obtain these statements.

There is no discussion section where the results can be compared with other scientific studies, both national and international. It is advisable to explain the limitations of the study in the conclusions section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not written according to the journal's requirements. There are articles mentioned in the text that do not appear in the references.

There are only 10 references, 8 of which are scientific articles. This is a small number for a research article.

More references are needed in all sections related to environmental awareness in all its dimensions, similar environmental education programs in the same country and in other countries, and the justification of the methodology, citing the references.
	

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


	There should be a more scientific and appropriate vocabulary for a scientific journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Isabel Maria Munoz Garcia, University of Cordoba, Spain
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

