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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 undoubtedly links critical thinking and environmental education. It analyzes inquiry-based learning, reflective writing, and interdisciplinary teaching. It emphasizes a framework in which the cultivation of analytical skills empowers students to actively participate in ecological decision-making and social change.
	

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

	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 of the article has a satisfactory structure, including all the necessary elements of the text (purpose, methodology, main findings, challenges, solutions and social implications). It is suggested that the abstract should state that the analysis focuses on the Indian education system to satisfy the scientific accuracy of the text. The article is based on NEP 2020 as the framework that promotes critical thinking in India, but without a brief reference to the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article has a retrospective and analytical approach, based on secondary data from valid academic bases. The conceptual clarification of "critical thinking" is adequate. The publication aligns with international guidelines,
such as those from UNESCO, and with the Government of India's policy through the National Education Policy 2020. A key weakness is that the analysis is more descriptive than critically comparative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The very recent (2009–2025) citations of the article represent key theoretical streams and significant approaches
in critical thinking and environmental education. These consist of classic sources, foundational theorists, and relevant applications in educational content.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English of the manuscript is of a acceptable standard and it can be published after minor grammatical
editing. The expression “Critical thinking” is used in nearly every paragraph— sometimes multiple times in a single sentence (roughly 80 of them). In several places it does not add new meaning but repeats the obvious.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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