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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The review has a significance insight on the existing philosophical knowledge with consideration of Governance and Statecraft in Thirukkural that can be used as point of reference to other governance, management and leadership frameworks.
	

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

	The title looks but the author can make it more appealing through the following suggestions;
1. A Comparative Philosophical Study into Stately Ethics and Good Governance: A Selected Case of Governance and Statecraft in Thirukkural 
2. A Comparative Philosophical Study into Stately Ethics and Good Governance: Lessons from Statecraft in Thirukkural
	

	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.

	Tha abstract misses study objectives and conclusions
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The article is scientific as it follows some academic rules of writing a paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	1. Since it’s a comparative study ,the references are not sufficient,
2. Some references are too old with more than 20 years
3. Some paragraph miss intext reference

	

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

	 Based on the English Uk there are many grammatic errors




	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The article is based on the comparative approach then the author should take a brief look to other global philosophy outside Asia to seek more justification
2. Subsections are hanging and so I suggest for numbering subsections
3. Any paragrapgh that mises an intext reference needs to be treated with respective reference
4. The need to have at least 5 recommendations
5. Since the author provided more than one conclusions, I suggest the sections should titled :CONCLUSIONS
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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