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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.


	Thank you for the opportunity to read this research article. I believe that the article would be of a high interest to the scientific community, as it provides empirical evidence on sustainable development awareness among higher secondary school students. By comparing awareness across gender and academic streams, this research study demonstrates that sustainability knowledge appears among similar across groups and support need for sustainability education to shape long-term environmental attitudes and responsible citizenship. The findings underscore the importance of institutional support and policy development in promoting the Sustainable Development Goals. 
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	Yes, the current title is appropriate to the content and scope of the article. But I would recommend to specify more by highlighting the study context (Odisha, India). 
	

	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 outlines the purpose of the research study, research design, sample, variables, basic key findings and implications in a comprehensive way. However, I would suggest a minor improvements that could strengthen it. It would benefit more from stating the study context, including a phrase briefly about key instruments used if available and clarifying the overall level of awareness observed as the outcome of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and the research design that fits the objective. However, there are few points that should be improved. The authors must use one-way ANOVA for comparing the three stream academic streams rather than multiple t-tests, and must report clear evidence of the instrument’s validity and reliability of the study. The results should be reported and interpreted more precisely as well. 
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	Yes, the manuscript includes relevant recent references.
	

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


	The quality of the language of the article presents a good research study as the author used academic English, however it would benefit from minor grammatical editing, revising and proofreading for conciseness, clarity and flow so that it would meet scholarly writing standards.
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