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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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and big subject matter in environmental education by exploring the concept of eco-citizenship within social research teaching. It affords valuable insights into teachers’ perspectives, educational strategies, and the demanding situations confronted in integrating eco-citizenship education, that is vital for fostering environmental responsibility in destiny generations. The study’s findings make a contribution to the developing frame of understanding on how instructional practices can sell sustainable behaviors and environmental consciousness amongst students. Therefore, this studies holds practical importance for educators, policymakers, and researchers aiming to enhance environmental education and cultivate active, responsible residents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested opportunity titles: 1. “Exploring Social Studies Teachers’ Perspectives on Eco-Citizenship Education: Practices, Challenges, and Recommendations” 2. “Social Studies Teachers’ Perceptions and Experiences of Eco-Citizenship Education in Secondary 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.


	Please Use of International Academic Language • Some terms such as “excessive scholar participation” or “lack of assets” want to be rephrased in a greater formal and scholarly tone suitable for global academic journals. Suggested rephrasing instance: “Students have proven a high level of engagement, particularly in palms-on, experiential activities; but, the implementation process was hindered through constrained sources, time constraints, and shortage of parental involvement.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically sound and common. Here’s a breakdown:
 1. Research Design and Data Presentation: The manuscript makes use of qualitative information supported by means of player prices and thematic analysis, which is appropriate for studies exploring perceptions and stories. 2. Alignment with Existing Literature: The findings are properly-linked to preceding research, showing proper scholarly grounding and validation of results.
 3. Clarity and Organization: The manuscript is properly based, with clear tables and thematic summaries that decorate expertise and medical rigor.
 4. Addressing Challenges and Recommendations: The identification of practical boundaries and suggested answers adds intensity and applicability, which is important for studies aiming to steer academic exercise. 
	

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

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


	Minor enhancements will be taken into consideration for:

1-Some sentences are quite long and complicated, which would possibly affect readability. Breaking them up should enhance readability.

2- Occasional repetition (e.G., a couple of references to the same authors) could be streamlined.

3- Ensuring consistent use of terminology for the duration of—for example, each “eco-citizenship” and “ecological citizenship” seem; clarifying if those are used interchangeably or distinctively would help.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments on the Manuscript

Limitations and Further Research:
To strengthen the scientific rigor, it is important that the manuscript clearly outlines any limitations of the study and suggests directions for future research. The shape of the manuscript is apparent and follows a logical glide, shifting efficaciously from introduction to technique, results, and dialogue. The research questions are relevant and well-articulated. However, the manuscript would benefit from numerous enhancements to decorate its medical rigor and readability:

Introduction: The context and cause for the observe are usually nicely supplied, but the theoretical history will be similarly reinforced by way of integrating extra recent literature on eco-citizenship and training policy. 

Methodology: While the qualitative approach is suitable for the studies desires, extra element is needed concerning participant choice, information collection units, and evaluation techniques. Transparency in these regions would increase the reliability and validity of the have a look at.

 Results and Discussion: The thematic presentation is informative, and participants’ charges add intensity. However, the discussion could extra thoroughly connect findings to prior studies and theoretical frameworks. Including obstacles on this segment could additionally boom the educational integrity of the work. 

Conclusion: The end summarizes the primary findings well however could be reinforced with the aid of imparting more concrete implications for educators, policymakers, and curriculum designers.

Language and Style: The manuscript is frequently readable however might benefit from professional language enhancing for grammar, readability, and academic tone. 
Reviewer’s comment: General Suggestions for Improvement

1-The dialogue effectively presents the findings, but a deeper analysis and more potent conceptual connections between issues might enhance the pleasant of this phase. 

2-The references to related literature are adequate; but, which includes more resources on challenge-based totally mastering and its effect on eco-citizenship schooling is suggested. 

3-The limitations of the examine and their implications for generalizing the outcomes need to be greater explicitly stated, along with recommendations for destiny research. 

4-The end could advantage from a greater concise summary of the important thing findings to better carry the principle messages of the studies. 

5-The sensible implications segment should be expanded with greater emphasis on the roles of teachers and policymakers in advancing eco-citizenship training. 

6-It is usually recommended to focus on the newness and contributions of this look at as compared to preceding research, to better establish its medical importance. 

7-Please make clear the exact criteria for deciding on members and give an explanation for why this pattern is suitable to deal with the studies questions. This will help increase the validity of the sampling.
8-Data series equipment (which include questionnaires or interviews) should be described in more element, along with how they have been designed and their reliability and validity, in order that readers can investigate the best of the information.
9-The information analysis manner calls for extra particular rationalization; please detail the steps taken in content evaluation or some other techniques used to allow reproducibility of the studies.
10-It is recommended to speak about methodological obstacles, consisting of capability respondent bias or temporal and spatial constraints, in this segment to beautify the transparency and credibility of the look at.

Language and Style:

Minor editing for grammar, style, and flow will enhance readability and professionalism.
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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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