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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 manuscript addresses the important issue of public engagement in environmental pollution through an integrated Experience-Awareness-Participation (EAP) framework. The study provides empirical insights into how experiential perception, policy awareness, and behavioral participation interact within a community context, which is valuable for environmental governance and communication strategies. The findings highlighting the gap between awareness and routine sustainable actions contribute to ongoing discussions in environmental psychology and public policy. Overall, the work offers useful baseline evidence that may support targeted environmental education and policy outreach initiatives in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the main constructs examined in the study. However, it may be improved by specifying the methodological approach and study context. A possible alternative title could be: “Assessing Public Experience, Awareness, and Participation in Environmental Pollution: A Cross-Sectional Survey 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 captures the purpose, design, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from clearer reporting of the study location, sampling strategy, and key statistical methods used. It is also recommended to briefly mention the reliability limitation of the questionnaire and the practical implications of the findings. Minor grammatical refinements are needed to improve clarity and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a logically structured empirical study with appropriate use of non-parametric statistical analyses for non-normal data. The interpretation of relationships among experience, awareness, and participation is generally consistent with the reported results. However, certain sections include inconsistencies, such as the introduction of unrelated climatic and species composition tables that do not align with the stated objectives of the EAP framework. Clarification of instrument development and validation procedures is also required to strengthen methodological rigor. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant and recent sources on environmental awareness, participation, and behavior. However, the inclusion of some non-peer-reviewed or unclear sources should be reconsidered. It would be useful to add more recent peer-reviewed studies on environmental engagement, citizen participation models, and behavioral change frameworks published in the last five years to enhance the scholarly depth. 
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript requires substantial grammatical and stylistic editing to meet scholarly publication standards. Several sentences are overly long, contain repetition, or use inconsistent terminology, which affects readability and precision. Professional language polishing is recommended to improve clarity and coherence throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a relevant empirical contribution by operationalizing the EAP framework in a community survey. However, methodological clarity regarding questionnaire validation, sampling justification, and exclusion of unrelated data tables is necessary to enhance scientific rigor. The discussion appropriately links findings to prior literature, yet it would benefit from a more focused articulation of theoretical contributions and policy implications. With careful revision, improved methodological transparency, and language refinement, the manuscript could make a meaningful contribution to research on public engagement in environmental pollution mitigation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Iqtiar Md Siddique, The University of Texas at El Paso, USA

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

