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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 explores a timely and relevant topic that intersects environmental education and learners’ holistic well-being, with a specific focus on public elementary schools in a rural Philippine context. By investigating the perspectives of teachers on ecological circumstances and their influence on student well-being, the study contributes significantly to the understanding of sustainable practices in education. The integration of environmental awareness into educational settings is becoming a global priority, and this study offers localized empirical data that can inform both policy and practice. Moreover, the research fills a gap in literature by addressing the lived experiences of educators in ecologically challenged school environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but contains a typographical error.
	

	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 provides a clear and concise summary of the study, including the research aim, methodology, major findings, and implications. It effectively captures the essence of the study and aligns with the manuscript’s content. One suggestion is to simplify some of the longer sentences for readability. Including the exact correlation coefficient or statistical significance in the abstract might also enhance its informativeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-organized. The research design, methods, and statistical analyses are appropriate and sufficiently described. The use of standardized questionnaires and pilot testing adds to the credibility of the data collection process. The findings are logically presented, and conclusions are clearly drawn from the data. The study demonstrates internal consistency and aligns with ethical standards for educational research. However, the study would benefit from a clearer theoretical framework in the introduction to anchor its hypotheses more firmly within ecological and educational psychology literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is well-supported by an extensive and relevant reference list, including a good mix of local, regional, and international sources. Most references are recent (from 2020–2025), which keeps the work up to date. However, the reference list would be stronger if it included a few more seminal works in the fields of ecological education or learner well-being from foundational scholars or global reports (e.g., UNESCO, WHO)
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear academic English and is generally suitable for scholarly communication. There are occasional grammatical and syntactical errors that could be corrected in the final proofreading phase (e.g., subject-verb agreement, article use, typographical issues like “perspetives” instead of “perspectives”). Overall, the tone and structure are appropriate for an original research article. 
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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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