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	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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by addressing a significant research gap at the intersection of environmental education, values education, and multi-grade pedagogy. It provides critical, empirically-grounded insights into the lived experiences and strategies of teachers in the under-researched context of Philippine multi-grade classrooms. The findings offer practical, context-specific strategies for integrating environmental literacy into values-based curricula, which can serve as a model for educators and policymakers in similar developing-world and rural educational settings. Furthermore, it enriches the theoretical understanding of applying constructivist and phenological approaches in complex, multi-level learning environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, while descriptive, is somewhat long and generic. It could be more precise and engaging.

Current Title: (Not provided in the content, but based on the abstract, it would likely be similar to) "Promoting Environmental Literacy in ESP Subjects in Multi-Grade Classrooms: A Qualitative Study"

Suggested Alternative Title: "Teaching Environmental Values in Multi-Grade Classrooms: A Qualitative Study of Teacher Experiences and Strategies in the Philippine ESP Curriculum"


	

	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 generally comprehensive but can be improved for clarity and impact.
Suggestions for Addition:
Explicitly state the research design (e.g., "This qualitative phenomenological study...") and the data collection method ("...through in-depth interviews").
The abstract mentions "effective strategies" but only names "visualization tools." It should briefly mention another key finding from the results, such as "the necessity of creating holistic and supportive learning environments" or "the challenge of integrating character development across diverse age groups."
Instead of "visualization tools," use a more academic phrase like "visual aids and experiential learning" to better reflect the findings in the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The chosen methodology (descriptive qualitative design using Colaizzi's method) is appropriate for the research objective of exploring teacher experiences. The use of purposive sampling is justified for this type of study. The data analysis process is clearly described, and the results are presented with direct participant quotes, enhancing credibility.
However, one point requires clarification:

There is a minor conflict between the methodology section and the participants section. The methodology states, "8–12 participants were chosen," but the participants section states the study involved six teachers. The final number of participants should be consistent throughout the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and remarkably recent, with a significant number from 2024. This is a major strength of the manuscript, demonstrating that the authors are engaged with the very latest scholarship in education, environmental literacy, and qualitative methods. The references are also relevant, covering the Philippine context, multi-grade teaching, environmental education theory, and methodological texts.
The reference list is extensive and follows APA 7th edition style for most entries. However, a thorough check is needed to ensure complete consistency and accuracy.

Identified Issues:
Inconsistent URLs: Some URLs are enclosed in angle brackets < >, while others are not. APA 7th edition does not require angle brackets for URLs.

Incomplete Information: Some references, particularly those from websites or preprints, lack publishers or volume/issue numbers where they should be included (e.g., Farida et al., 2024; Idowu, 2024).

Formatting: Some journal titles are incorrectly italicized (e.g., "QualitativedResearch" in Ali et al., 2024).

Hyperlinks in Text: The in-text citations should not be hyperlinked (e.g., (Naparan & Alinsug, 2021) appears as a clickable link in the provided text).

It is crucial to meticulously review every reference against the source to ensure all elements (authors, year, title, journal, volume, issue, page numbers, DOI/URL) are present and correctly formatted according to APA 7th edition guidelines.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the meaning is clear. However, it requires thorough proofreading and editing to correct grammatical errors, improve sentence flow, and ensure formal academic tone.
Examples from the text:
"This study lies in its potential..." -> "This study's significance lies in its potential..."

"addressed to this study are..." -> "this study aims to answer the following questions:"

"The data was interpreted..." -> "The data were interpreted..." (data is a plural noun).

Numerous minor typographical and punctuation errors exist (e.g., "3.methodOLOGY", extra spaces, inconsistent formatting).

A professional edit would enhance the manuscript's readability and professionalism significantly.


	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comment

This is a highly relevant and valuable study that addresses a significant gap in the literature. The research topic—exploring how environmental literacy is taught within values education (EsP) in the challenging context of multi-grade classrooms—is not only timely but also critically important for improving educational outcomes in rural and underserved communities globally.

The manuscript's greatest strengths are its clear focus, appropriate methodological design, and exceptionally recent and relevant references, which firmly anchor the study within contemporary scholarly discourse. The findings are compelling and offer practical, real-world insights into the strategies and challenges teachers face, making a genuine contribution to the field.

However, the manuscript's impact is currently hampered by significant language and formatting issues. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in sections like the methodology (e.g., participant numbers) and references detract from its professionalism and credibility.

In summary, the core research is strong and publishable, but the manuscript requires thorough professional editing and a meticulous review for consistency and adherence to APA formatting guidelines before it can be considered for publication in a journal. With these revisions, this has the potential to be an outstanding article.
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