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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 serves as an important conceptual reminder to the scholarly community of the complexity and fundamental interconnections between ethics, politics, and human development—a relationship that is often overlooked in technical and segmented policy analyses. By summarizing key insights from classical political philosophers and modern development theorists, this paper can serve as a useful entry point or introductory material for students or novice researchers just beginning their explorations in this field. 
	

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

	The title still fits the content discussed, but it no longer matches the methodological claims and depth of the paper. Because this paper is more of a surface summary and opinion essay than an in-depth analysis, the title is overly ambitious and misleading. It promises a comprehensive discussion that the content does not deliver. Alternative title suggestions: Titles that indicate a conceptual/exploratory nature, for example: An Introductory Review of Ethics, Politics, and Human Development.
	

	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 not comprehensive because it makes a promise that the paper does not deliver.The abstract should describe research that has conducted in-depth analysis (analyzing scholarly works) and produced strategic insights and recommendations (stakeholders can develop more ethical and sustainable development strategies). However, the paper itself does not contain such analysis. What is presented is a conceptual summary, not a systematic and critical literature review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This manuscript does not meet the methodological standards and depth of a literature review article. No systematic methods are described. The depth of analysis is insufficient; it is more descriptive and summarizing. In essence, this manuscript has a good premise, but its execution is still in its very early stages, like a draft outline or proposal for a literature review, rather than a finished review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	No. The references is only suitable for an introductory course assignment, not for a scholarly publication. To be worthy, the author would need to conduct a genuine literature search using academic databases (e.g. Scopus, Web of Science) with appropriate keywords, sift through hundreds of articles, and select dozens of the most relevant for synthesis. Without this, the manuscript lacks a strong scientific foundation.
	

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

	No. The quality of the English still requires significant editing to meet the rigorous standards of scholarly communication. Currently, the language prevents the credibility of the manuscript and strenghthens the impression that this is an immature first draft.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

NO
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