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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 is highly important for the scientific community because it addresses poverty not only as an economic issue but as an ethical, governance, and sustainability one. By integrating ethical principles, participatory approaches, and long-term environmental considerations, it advances a holistic framework for poverty eradication that goes beyond traditional growth-driven models. Its emphasis on community empowerment and inclusive governance provides valuable insights for policymakers, development practitioners, and scholars seeking more just and sustainable solutions. Ultimately, the work contributes to the global discourse on achieving the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), particularly SDG 1, by offering innovative pathways for equity, justice, and resilience.
	

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

	The title of the article, though captures the themes addressed in the paper, but it looks broad, lacking focus. I suggest that it should be streamlined to look like this for example: “Ethics, Governace, and Sustainable Pathways to Poverty Eradication.” This could strengthen its scholarly appeal and attract a wider audience and readership.
	

	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-structured and comprehensive, it introduces the problem (poverty as a global challenge), outlines the aim of the study, identified key factors (resources, inequality, governance, and environment), highlights the methodology (mixed-methods), and emphasizes the significance of the research for policymakers, practitioners, and communities. However, I am suggesting that one or two research question should be added in the abstract which would better align the abstract to the rest of the manuscript; stating explicitly, what new insight/gap the work fills; the abstract should not have a breakaway like “The target audience section, and conclusion” as a heading. A good abstract is supposed to flow without breakaways from beginning to the end. That target audience section is best suited for the introduction section. More so, I suggest you limit the keywords to maximum of 7 and minimum of 5. The use of over 10 keywords are unnecessary

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript meets scientific standard as use of concepts are properly integrated in the theorectical framework. The arguments are also logically presented, and credible sources were referenced. It meets current scholarship on poverty, governance, ethics,and sustainability. However, clearer conceptual definitions will benefit the work, like ethical governance, sustainability, and participation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient, authoritative, and up-to-date, particularly with the inclusion of major global reports from 2022-2024. However, the manuscript would benefit from the addition of more region-specific studies, especially in Sub-Saharan Africa, and more recent scholarship linking ethics, governance, climate change, and poverty eradication. This would further contextualize the work and enhance its scientific strength.

	

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

	

Yes, the language/English quality is clear and suitable for scholarly communication


	

	Optional/General comments

	
I suggest that the author(s) add numbering to all main sections and subsections of the work as: 1.0; 1.1; 1.2; 1.2.1; 1.2.2; etc., to improve the structure of the work and guide the reader more effectively. The work will be more strengthened if the observations noted are properly effected.
	




	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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