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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 manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community as it addresses the global challenges of ethics, peace, justice, and human development as interconnected pillars of a sustainable future. It examined the root causes of conflict, inequality, and unethical practises, and suggested a comprehensive framework to address same. Its multidisciplinary approach offers practical policy recommendations to governments, civil societies, etc., and also, it enriches academic discourse in this area. Lastly, the study highlights innovative pathways that can actually inspire actionable solutions, and guide future research directions for building a just and peaceful society.
	

	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 ambiguous and not properly structured. I suggest that it should be streamlined to look like this for example: The Intersection of Ethics, Peace, Justice, and Human Development in a Globalized World. This actually will give the audience a proper direction of the study, than the way it looks at the moment
	

	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 clumsy and moddled up with repetitions, and improper presentation of the work. The rules guding the writing of an abstract was not properly followed. Past and present continuous tenses where not utilised, which has failed to bring proper clarity to the abstract. It mentioned multidisciplinary approach but failed to show which method (qualitative, comparative, descriptive, etc.) it actually employed. The gaps the work intend to address was not also mentioned. What are the findings? What are the new insights? The abstract did not highlight them. I therefore recommend a total overhaul, i.e. rewriting or reorganising the abstract. Secondly, limit the keywords to maximum of 7 and minimum of 5. The use of 17 keywords are uneccessary.
	

	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. However, some claims made in the body of the work,for eaxample: “..the global impact of unethical practises or ..the role of grassroot actors…” should be backed by empirical data/references, to avoid not clear or generalization. Such areas are highlighted “yellow” in the body of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references seem sufficient, but I recommend that more recent works should be sourced for to reflect more recent debates and empirical realities of the subject matter. More so, the references should be properly reflected in the intext citations, mostly the literature review sections.
	

	
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

	

The author(s) should read through the manuscript properly, to correct some typographical errors and correct sentence linkage. I also guggest 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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