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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 (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.


	The topic is relevant and timely. Sustainability should be at the heart if any developmental agenda. The future should be considered, and the subjects of this study would constitute the future. The need therefore to be aware of sustainable development and be assisted in developing the right attitude to achieve it.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest “Assessing Awareness of Sustainable Development among Higher Secondary Students in Coochbehar District, West Bengal" 

The above is concise, formal, and research-focused.
	

	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 comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	- It is not appropriate to use a bullet list in review of literature within the Introduction. Paragraphs can serve the purpose. Also, connections should be made between the studies cited, to identify the gap in literature which the present study needs to fill.
- Revisit the Research questions. Make use of active verbs, e.g., to assess, to examine, to compare means, etc. Avoid the monotonous use of, ‘To study.
-In the research hypotheses, the key correction is changing "secondary school" to "higher secondary school" to match the title and objectives. 

- Clarify how reliability and validity were measured (e.g., correlation coefficient for test-retest)

 - Be consistent "Secondary" vs. "Higher Secondary” (title says higher secondary, but population says "secondary").

- Explain how the test-retest reliability was calculated (e.g., correlation coefficient).

- Justify why purposive sampling was chosen.

-The population is a number and should be stated.

- Table 1 shows the number of students as 50, but the author claims that the sample size is 80. Sort this out. 

- Discussion of findings was poorly done. No existing or reviewed literature was cited to strengthen or contradict the present findings. I suggest this section be entirely revisited.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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