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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	While the manuscript presents a compelling premise by tackling the critical intersections of climate intergenerational justice and the necessity for Intergenerational Learning (IGL)—issues that carry profound global significance—it ultimately falls short of its ambitious objectives due to several systemic deficiencies. The core contribution is undermined by the absence theoretical framework and an underdeveloped methodology, leaving significant gaps in the definition of the study's scope and limitations. Furthermore, the work neglects pivotal thematic lenses such as gender and decoloniality, which are essential for a nuanced understanding of this field. Most critically, the lack of rigorous analysis and a robust discussion section prevents the manuscript from fulfilling its initial promise, resulting in a narrative that identifies urgent problems without providing the scholarly depth required to address them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title correctly reflects the content of the manuscript.  
	

	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.


	While the abstract is conceptually strong, it requires minor linguistic refinement alongside a critical revision of three substantive areas to meet the necessary academic rigor. First, although the content analysis identifies gender differences, the abstract fails to address the essential role of intersectionality; it must be updated to explicitly integrate how intersecting identities shape gender dynamics within intergenerational learning (IGL) strategies and environmental education. Second, the current reference to "moral and policy challenges" is overly cryptic and requires a precise explanation of what these specific dilemmas entail within the context of your study to provide the reader with necessary clarity. Third, the treatment of indications of coloniality must be expanded beyond a mere mention, ensuring that the legacy of power structures and the imperative for decolonial frameworks are woven into the core narrative of the abstract to reflect the manuscript’s broader scope.      
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript aligns well with scientific knowledge production, though it must explicitly address the inherent limitations of literature-based studies and undergo several critical structural and conceptual revisions. While the methodology is functional, it lacks a necessary epistemological foundation; the author must clearly define the underlying paradigm and assumptions that guided the review. Furthermore, the current imbalance in global knowledge production—where the Global North dominates the narrative while the Global South bears the disproportionate burden of climate injustice—necessitates a decolonial perspective and an explicit statement on the author's positionality. To rectify this, a formal theoretical/conceptual framework incorporating gender and decoloniality should follow the methodology to serve as an analytical lens for the findings. Currently, the manuscript’s primary weakness is that findings are merely presented in a table without substantive interpretation, leaving the reader to decipher their significance; these results must be thoroughly synthesized with the proposed framework. Finally, a dedicated "Discussion" section is required to articulate the empirical and theoretical implications of the work, followed by a conclusion that reflects these integrative changes.
     
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and recent. Yet, need to add references on:  

The Intersectionality of gender IGL and Climate intergeneration justice, among others: 

 Perkins, P. E. (2018). Climate justice, gender and intersectionality. In Routledge handbook of climate justice (pp. 349-358). Routledge.

Detraz, N. (2017). Gender and the Environment. John Wiley & Sons.

The decoloniality of IGL, knowledge production and Climate intergeneration justice. 

Please, consult relevant literature, among other: 

Lam, S., & Trott, C. D. (2024). Intergenerational solidarities for climate healing: The case for critical methodologies and decolonial research practices. Children's Geographies, 1-10. 

Sultana, F. (2025). Repairing epistemic injustice and loss in the era of climate coloniality. Geo: Geography and Environment, 12(2), e70029. 

Datta, R. Decolonizing Climate Adaptation. 

Jeffery, T. (2025). An eco-decolonial ontology for museums: A new pathway towards relevance, agency and social-ecological justice. Culture–Environment–Society Humanities and beyond, 44(3), 179. 


	

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


	Other than minor proof reading and corrections of typos, the language is up to the standard of scholarly communication.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could be considered for publication provided serious major revisions indicated above are properly executed.  
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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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