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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.


	This particular manuscript is significant as it discusses a critical issue through its empirical study on climate literacy among secondary school students in a climate-vulnerable geographical location. The specific dimensions of knowledge, attitude, and perception make this study a valuable addition to the ever-growing literature on climate change education from a geographical/environmental perspective. The study provides critical insights that can be useful for educationists, policymakers, etc. Therefore, the study can be considered a significant addition to the literature as it provides valuable insights that can be considered for future educational strategies to improve climate resilience among students in similar geographical/environmental settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the topic, target group, and study context. However, it is slightly long and could be more concise and academically focused.

Suggested alternative titles:  

1. Climate Literacy of Secondary School Students in Kerala, India: Knowledge, Attitudes, and Perceptions  

2. Assessing Climate Literacy among Secondary School Students in a Climate‑Vulnerable Region of 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 is generally comprehensive and clearly states the aim, methodology, sample, and key findings of the study. It provides sufficient context and aligns well with the article’s objectives.

Suggested improvements:  

- Consider briefly clarifying how “knowledge” was measured (e.g., perception‑based vs factual).  

- The factor analysis results could be summarized more selectively to improve clarity and readability.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses its research objectives using an appropriate study design and standard analytical methods. The data collection process and statistical analyses are generally acceptable and align with similar studies in climate education research. However, some methodological aspects—particularly the justification and reporting of the factor analysis—require clearer explanation to strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and appropriate to the topic of climate literacy and climate change education. They include a reasonable mix of foundational studies and more recent literature, which helps to situate the research within the existing scientific context. 
	

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


	Yes, the overall English language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The text is generally clear, coherent, and understandable, with appropriate academic tone. Nevertheless, minor grammatical issues and occasional awkward phrasing are present, and a careful language editing—particularly to improve sentence flow and precision—would further enhance the manuscript’s readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic and fits well within the scope of the *Asian Journal of Geographical Research*; however, several sections require substantial revision to improve scientific clarity and rigor.  

1. The methodology section should be expanded to provide a clearer justification for the choice of analytical techniques, particularly the use of PCA for exploratory factor analysis, the retention of a large number of factors, and the adequacy of the sampling as indicated by the KMO value.  

2.Greater transparency is needed in reporting the measurement instrument, including example items, construct definitions, scoring procedures, and a clearer explanation of how “knowledge” differs conceptually and operationally from attitudes and perceptions.  

3.The discussion should engage more critically with recent international literature, explicitly comparing the findings with similar studies and clearly articulating the study’s original contribution to climate literacy and geographical education research.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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