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R: Environmental awareness was captured through the evaluation of student’s performance on Sustainability Literacy Test (SLT) (Akeel et al., 20190; Zwickle et al., 2014); whereas Pro-environmental behaviour was assessed by examining the determinants of attitude, subjective norms, perceived behavioural control and other background factors (TPB) (Zhang et al., 2017; Azjen, 2013). The research methodology overview (figure 5) was an attempt to clarify both objectives 
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[bookmark: _Hlk102683230]R: The types of plastic wastes mostly generated on campus are Low density polyethylene e.g. plastic water bottles and plastic bags. A preventive suggestion is to promote the three R’s (reduce, reuse and recycle) concept on campus and provide more sustainable alternatives such as more long-lasting shopping bags (Yeow et al., 2014). Raising awareness beyond the classroom and reaching vendors and policy makers will also prevent future creation of plastic waste on campus (Singh and Cooper, 2017).  A similar recommendation was rendered by Susanto et al. (2019), stating that government should create awareness campaigns of 3R, to change negative perceptions of people’s attitude and subjective norms towards the environment. (thesis page 93)
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R: The thesis has been formatted according to opponent’s recommendations. All sources have also been cited for the figures. 
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I believe that linking your two main research topics (i.e. plastic waste sorting intentions
and pro-environmental awareness and behaviour (which were published in two different
journals) could have been done better. As it stands, the linkage is convoluted, resulting
in a difficult to read thesis. The two main research questions themselves are confusing
- it is difficult to distinguish the difference between "environmental awareness" and
"pro-environmental behaviour". The same objection of difficulty of clarity applies to

the sections Results and Conclusions.
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Lappreciate the effort to include the issue of plastic waste prevention. Perhaps this issue
could have been addressed in the actual research (not just plastic sorting intentions but
also plastic prevention intentions). Personally, I consider plastic prevention to be a more
conceptual solution. What type of plastic waste is most often generated on campuses?
How could it be prevented? Are there any institutional, hygiene, behavioural, etc.
barriers? This theme (Reduce - Reuse - Recycle nexus) should also be reflected in the

curriculum.
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A few (rather minor) comments on the format of the paper: for the List of Figures (page
vi) and the List of Tables (page vii) it would be useful to indicate the page numbers
where the figures or tables are located in the text. Regarding Figure 4 : Map of the study
area - from a cartographic point of view it is not a map because it lacks a scale or legend.
There is also no indication of the source (did the author create the image herself or did
she take it from another source?) The indication of the source is missing for all graphic
elements in the dissertation, although for others it is obvious that they are the author's

own work.




