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	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 paper discusses an important topic by integrating critical thinking into environmental education in India. Given that environmental problems are becoming increasingly serious and sustainability is a global priority, the study is useful to both researchers and policymakers. It also aligns well with India’s NEP 2020 and the Sustainable Development Goals, making it practically relevant. If the research method is explained more clearly, the paper could make a strong contribution to environmental education studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is found to be appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the manuscript and it highlights the focus on integration, challenges, and solutions related to critical thinking in environmental education. However, since the paper primarily focuses on India, the geographical context could be explicitly mentioned for greater precision. A suggested alternative title is: “Integrating Critical Thinking into Environmental Education in India: Pedagogical Strategies, Challenges, and Policy Implications.”
	

	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.


	It provides a general overview of the purpose, strategies, challenges, and solutions discussed in the paper. However, the description of the methodology as a “review-oriented and analytical approach” lacks specificity and should clarify the type of review conducted. Some statements are repetitive and could be made more concise. Adding a clearer statement of the identified research gap would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually consistent with established theories of critical thinking and environmental education, and it is supported by relevant academic sources. However, the review methodology lacks a detailed explanation of the inclusion criteria, selection process, and analytical framework. The discussion mainly summarises literature rather than critically evaluating contrasting findings. Providing greater methodological transparency and analytical depth would enhance scientific rigour.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes an extensive, largely recent reference list, including publications from 2023–2025, demonstrating engagement with current scholarship. Foundational environmental education documents such as the Tbilisi Declaration and NEP 2020 are appropriately cited. However, additional foundational works on critical thinking (e.g., Facione, Ennis, and Brookfield) could strengthen the theoretical framework. Verification of some recent “ahead-of-print” citations is recommended to ensure accuracy.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and follows an academic tone. However, there are grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive phrasing, and occasional informal expressions (e.g., “Critical thinking as a skill is just having a look into it for future endeavours”). Some sentences are lengthy and could be revised for clarity and precision. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, with clearly defined sections such as the research gap, methodology, findings, and social implications. It is suggesting the following for improving the quality of the paper:
· Some redundancy is observed in the introduction and conclusion sections. 
· Strengthening the critical analysis component would significantly enhance the scholarly contribution.
· Some minor grammatical mistakes are observed regarding punctuation marks, prepositions, and hyphens for compound words (e.g., teaching-practice) requiring correction. So, it is suggesting to check the grammatical errors using any tool. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns are identified, as the study relies exclusively on secondary data.
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