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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.

	This manuscript provides an insightful and much-needed philosophical exploration of the political dimensions of the Thirukkural. Its comparative frameworkbringing Thiruvalluvar's views into conversation with Saiva Siddhanta, Confucianism, Plato, and Gandhian thought adds significant depth to the academic understanding of ethical governance. The GEAR framework (Governance, Ethics, Authority, Rightness) is a novel contribution and offers a fresh lens for interpreting statecraft through a moral-philosophical paradigm. The interdisciplinary nature of this work makes it valuable to scholars in political theory, ethics, South Asian studies, and comparative philosophy.
	

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

	
Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. No changes are needed.
	

	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 well-written and comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the key themes, frameworks, and comparative dimensions of the study. No major revisions are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically sound, conceptually coherent, and rich in citations. The comparative analysis is well-argued and logically presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are adequate, recent, and relevant. The author has used both classical and contemporary sources across traditions. No additional references are necessary at this point.
	

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

	Yes, the language is clear, academic, and appropriate for a scholarly audience. The manuscript demonstrates a strong command of academic writing conventions.



	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-researched and thought-provoking chapter. The visual aids (figures and tables) are relevant and enhance the comparative clarity. A minor suggestion would be to double-check citation formatting for consistency.
Accept with Minor Revision
(The work is of high quality with only minimal suggestions for polishing.)
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	Reviewer’s comment
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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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