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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 provides a comprehensive and timely review of the challenges and opportunities surrounding Sustainability and Environmental Education (SEE) in higher education. It synthesizes current literature and institutional practices to highlight the barriers to effective SEE integration, such as resource constraints, governance issues, and student engagement. The paper offers actionable recommendations and frameworks that can guide universities in embedding sustainability into curricula and operations. Its holistic approach contributes meaningfully to the discourse on environmental stewardship and positions higher education as a key agent in addressing global sustainability challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is informative but slightly cumbersome and could be more concise and impactful. The suggested title is "Challenges and Strategies for Integrating Sustainability and Environmental Education in Higher Education". This version better reflects the manuscript’s focus on both the complications and the proposed solutions.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and outlines the key themes of the paper, including the urgency of environmental issues, the role of universities, and the barriers to SEE integration. Here are some suggestsions. First, clarify the structure by separating the problem, methodology (literature review), findings, and implications. Second, remove redundancy (e.g., the phrase “necessitating that universities support sustainability…” appears disconnected). Last, consider ending with a clearer statement of the paper’s contribution to the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It is well-researched, with a strong foundation in current literature and a logical structure. The use of case studies (e.g., University of Bristol, University of Toronto) and frameworks (e.g., SDGs, interdisciplinary collaboration) enhances its credibility. The arguments are well-supported by references and data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent publications (up to 2025). They cover a broad spectrum of perspectives, including policy, pedagogy, and institutional case studies. Here are some suggestions. First, ensure consistency in citation formatting. Second, consider adding more international case studies from underrepresented regions (e.g., Africa, South America) to broaden the global perspective.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are occasional grammatical issues and awkward phrasings that could benefit from professional proofreading. Here are two suggestions. First, improve sentence flow and clarity in some sections (e.g., abstract and conclusion). And second, standardize terminology (e.g., use either “SEE” or “sustainability education” consistently).
	

	Optional/General comments

	No more additional.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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