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	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 important to the scientific community because it contributes empirical evidence to a growing field concerned with sustainability, education, and community resilience. It provides valuable insights into how teachers’ pedagogical approaches directly influence their level of environmental literacy—an area that remains underexplored in many developing regions. By highlighting both strengths and gaps in current teaching practices, the study offers a foundation for designing more effective training programs and policies that can enhance environmental education at the grassroots level. Ultimately, the findings enrich the broader discourse on environmental stewardship by showing how well-prepared educators can shape more ecologically responsible future generations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes. The title is clear, informative, and academically appropriate. It effectively identifies the variables, population, and location—making it suitable for most research journals.
	

	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.


	Your abstract is generally clear, well-structured, and informative. It includes the purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications—making it already quite comprehensive. However, you may revisit some missing parts to improve clarity, balance, and completeness.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are both sufficient and up-to-date.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally well-written, clear, and coherent. 
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