REVISION 2 (ACCORDING TO REVIEW 2)
	Comments and Suggestions of Reviewers
	Revision of Authors

	I do wonder how you will now use this information and how you intend
disseminating it - also, who will receive the recommendations?
	We extended recommendations: 
“Moreover, teacher training and practices should be developed to teach these concepts and context in teacher education.

Teachers and their students should be supported by corporations of both governments and non-governments. Governments, families, teachers, non-governments organizations and public media should support the development of qualified environmental literacy. The families and teachers should inform children about environmental issues, promote the acquisition of morals and ethics towards the environment, and guide the development of positive attitudes towards the environment. Moreover, teachers should support student development of intentions to act and show environmentally-friendly behavior. Governments should mandate the inclusion of more environmental topics and their practice in science curricula and support the environmental qualifications of their teachers. Non-government organizations should support participation in social, civil, and/or societal initiatives. Public media (newspapers, TV, etc.) should support learning about environmental issues.”

	p. 5, line 207 - full-stop in the text should be
removed
	The full-stop in the sentence was deleted.

	p. 16, lines 395-399: you ist the items where no conclusions were reached - I
would prefer if these were either in parentheses or italicised so that they are
apparent form the rest of the text.
	We used both italic and parentheses:
 As seen in Table 11, although there was no consensus on the items of “watch TV programs about the environment”, “read a book/newspaper about the environment”, and “visit museums of science and the arts” in the 2nd round, there was consensus on “visit museums of science and the arts” in the 3rd round. There was consensus on “visiting botanical gardens” in the 2nd round, but there was no consensus at the end of the 3rd round.

	p. 16, line 406 - remove the 'not' and replace with 'no'
	We replaced
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