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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 manuscript contributes to the body of knowledge on sustainable development awareness among higher      secondary school students. The manuscript examined awareness across gender and academic streams and thereby provided empirical data that can inform comparative research. Furthermore, the findings add to basic evidence to support educational researchers in further study as the area of focus is important to the field of education.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it is clear and relevant
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive as it included the summary of key parts such as aims, methods and result. However, the abstract is too long and repetitive (these two sentences can be merged: the present study aims to investigate… AND the study assessed awareness towards sustainable development…). The results can be reduced as there were too many numerical details which are unnecessary for an abstract. Also, the abstract can reflect that the study used a mixed method for the data collection.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript comprised clearly stated research objectives, aim, methodology, and others.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references were not cited in the work and some of those cited were not recent. 
	

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

	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The topic is relevant, timely and basic statistics reported. However, the instrument is unclear as the name, source, reliability or validity of the instrument are missing. Also, the choice of statistic being used (independent t-test) is methodologically incorrect as it can lead to Type I error and weakens statistical validity. One-way ANOVA is appropriate for comparing three academic streams. Lastly, the manuscript focused mainly on the quantitative part, the sample size, method of the data collection regarding and other necessary details regarding the qualitative aspects (the methodology and findings) were left out. It was just made known in the methodology that ‘the qualitative responses were subjected to thematic categorization to provide contextual insights.’ 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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