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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.


	The manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on how Indigenous Land-Based Pedagogical Strategies foster lifelong learning competencies through experiential and culturally informed education. By integrating the Cognitive Apprenticeship Theory, the study links traditional ecological knowledge with contemporary educational psychology, thereby enriching the cross-cultural pedagogical discourse. Furthermore, it advances education for sustainability, supports the decolonisation of learning practices, and promotes community-centred approaches to lifelong learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is clear and academically appropriate.
	

	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 clearly states the research purpose, demonstrates methodological transparency, presents well-structured quantitative and qualitative findings, and concludes with practical recommendations. It is advisable to remove specific methodological details to enhance conciseness and encourage readers to consult the full article for a comprehensive understanding of the study’s procedures and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. It is logically organised and accurately reflects the content expected in each section. However, the formatting requires revision. There are several unnecessary blank lines between paragraphs that should be removed (e.g., on pages 4, 5, 6, etc.). In Table 2, the caption and the table should appear on the same page. Page 13 also contains multiple blank lines that need to be deleted. Additionally, the table headings, line spacing, and other formatting elements do not fully comply with the requirements specified in the journal’s template and General Guidelines for Authors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and demonstrate strong alignment with the study purpose. However, the list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent (2020–2025) peer-reviewed sources to enhance its currency and breadth. For instance, the authors may consider incorporating studies such as: 
https://doi.org/10.36510/learnland.v17i1.1129
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500782.2024.2436010
and other recent papers that the author deems significant to the topic.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, coherent, and easy to follow, with ideas expressed in a logical and academically appropriate manner. Overall, the English is clear and the content is easily understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a valuable and well-conceived contribution that would be suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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