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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 particular script offers empirical assessments of climate change related knowledge, attitudes and practices among public sector workers in Guyana. It contributes important evidence on the disconnect between high levels of concern and willingness to act and limited conceptual understanding and practical engagement. By combining KAP survey data with a stakeholder SWOT analysis. The findings can inform the design of targeted training, institutional reforms and intersectoral collaboration strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title seems clear, accurate and reflects the main objectives design and systems lens of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly states the aim, and outlines the methodology. It also concludes with actionable themes, which are appropriate for policy-oriented work. Further, this could briefly indicate the SWOT findings related to policy and frameworks. Some minor sharpening and clarification seem to be needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results and discussion sections are coherent, with interpretations that remain grounded in the presented data and appropriately contextualised against international literature. The manuscript seems scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list seems strong, diverse and up-to-date, including global reports. The authors could also consider adding some recent conceptual and framework papers. 
	

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


	The overall English seems clear, readable and appropriate for scholarly communication. No major rewriting is needed, but some minor sharpening could be done.
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No ethical issues were found and no direct plagiarism issues were found.
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