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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 manuscript addresses a critical and timely concern in science education: the persistent gap between environmental knowledge acquisition and actual pro-sustainability behaviour. By foregrounding transformative pedagogy and values-based education, the paper contributes meaningfully to ongoing scholarly debates on Education for Sustainable Development (ESD). Its synthesis of transformative learning theory with sustainability education literature offers a strong conceptual lens that can inform curriculum reform, teacher education, and policy discussions. The work is particularly relevant for educators and researchers seeking pedagogical approaches that move beyond cognitive outcomes toward behavioural and ethical transformation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the manuscript’s conceptual focus and scope. It effectively signals the central themes of transformative pedagogy, sustainable lifestyles, and science education. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 and well-structured, clearly outlining the problem, theoretical framing, and contribution of the paper. It successfully highlights the gap between environmental awareness and behavioural change. However, the abstract could be slightly strengthened by explicitly stating that the study is conceptual in nature earlier in the text, to avoid any ambiguity regarding methodology. A brief mention of the proposed framework’s practical implications for classroom practice would also enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually rigorous. Arguments are well supported by contemporary and relevant literature, and the theoretical positioning within transformative learning and values-based education is coherent. The progression from problem identification to conceptual synthesis is logical. As a conceptual paper, it successfully fulfills its purpose; however, the inclusion of a short subsection explicitly acknowledging the limitations of conceptual analysis (e.g., lack of empirical validation) would further strengthen its scholarly transparen
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and largely recent, with many sources from the past five years. They reflect a strong engagement with international scholarship in sustainability education, transformative learning, and values education. The reference list is sufficient. No major omissions are evident, although the inclusion of one or two empirical classroom-based studies demonstrating successful transformative pedagogy in practice could improve balance.
	

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


	The overall language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a strong academic tone and appropriate use of disciplinary terminology. Nevertheless, there are instances of minor grammatical errors, repetition, and overly long sentences, particularly in the Introduction and discussion sections. A careful language edit would improve clarity, conciseness, and readability without altering meaning.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a valuable conceptual contribution and aligns well with the journal’s scope. To further enhance its impact, the authors may consider adding a brief implications section that explicitly outlines how science teachers, curriculum developers, and teacher educators can operationalize transformative pedagogy in real classroom contexts.
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