Dear Electronic Journal of Science Education Editors,
First of all, I wanted to thank you for helping revise the manuscript titled: Integration of
environmental education in science curricula in secondary schools in Benin, West Africa: Teachers’ perceptions and challenges, (#13478). I would like to let you know that in this revised paper that I am resubmitting, all the reviewers’ comments, concerns and suggestions have been addressed. In the following sections, I wanted to deal with your additional comments.
Writing style:

As the implications of your study add to the science education literature base, consider including the major implications derived from your study in the abstract section. (I did include in the abstract the major implications of the study)
While references more than five (5) years old are foundational, it is imperative that your citations be drawn from current literature. (In this revised paper, recent references dating from 2010 to 2014 have been inserted. However, in my opinion, as the article deals with the Republic of Benin context, I don’t think that the Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) could be cited).
The section titled “Environmental Education in the Republic of Benin” provides important background about Benin’s educational system and its mandates. It also includes the rationale for your study. Consider creating a separate heading for this content. (A heading titled “Rationale for the study has been inserted)
Be sure that all tables are discussed in the narrative and include citations. Also, be sure that they are properly numbered and that all labels are adequately defined. (The tables in the new paper have been properly numbered and the labels have been adequately defined. Also, the tables have been discussed).
Proofreading by a native English writer will enhance the quality of your manuscript through reduced ambiguities, improved word choices, and simplified sentence structure. (My former professor from Kent State University, Ohio, USA, who is a native American, has read the whole article for proofreading and other corrections regarding ambiguities, word choices, and sentence structure)

Substantive
As per reviewer comments, “correlation descriptive study” is a redundant statement. (I understood the reviewer’s comments and deleted the word “correlation”)

 In addition, review your statistical analyses for accuracy, clarity and completeness.  Tables 2 and 3 are not properly referred to in the narrative. The discussion of Table 6 is very limited. (The table in the paper are now well labeled and properly referred to in the narrative. The statistical analyses have been reviewed and completed)
 Although you define the techniques used to incorporate environmental education in school curricula, you often you the term “integrate’ rather than infuse, insert, impose or frame Consistency is very important if the reader is to follow your argument. (Throughout the paper, the word “integrate” had been replaced by the word “infuse”)
In the discussion of finding #3, the concluding statement regarding BES and SPCT teachers’ knowledge of environmental education issues implies a global condition.  Rather, this is your finding with reference to teachers in Benin. It is important not to grossly generalize. (I did insert a precision in the discussion to deal with this suggestion).
Please use the Track Changes feature of Word to show all edits, revisions, and additions made to the manuscript. (The Track Changes feature of Word is used throughout the paper to indicate all edits, revisions and additions that have been made.)
Sincerely,

Raphael R. Kelani
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