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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 addresses a set of universally significant themes, ethics, peace, justice, and human development which are closely aligned with the Sustainable Development Goals (particularly SDG-16). Its importance lies in attempting to connect theoretical frameworks with practical recommendations. The topic is timely and can benefit policymakers, academics, and practitioners. However, the manuscript requires restructuring, strengthening of arguments, and greater academic rigor.
	

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

	The current title reflects the content but is overly broad. A more focused title such as “Interconnections of Ethics, Peace, Justice, and Human Development: Challenges and Pathways” may better capture the chapter’s scope.
	

	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 lengthy and repetitive. It summarises objectives, frameworks, and recommendations, but it lacks clarity and conciseness. 
It should be shortened to highlight: (a) aim, (b) methodology, (c) key findings, and (d) significance. Deletion of repetitive lines is advised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript covers relevant concepts but lacks coherence and depth in analysis. Many sections read as descriptive compilations without critical engagement with existing scholarship. Methodological aspects are only briefly mentioned and need clear articulation. The literature review lists key authors but often without analytical synthesis. Greater attention to scholarly rigor and argumentative flow is necessary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript cites both classical texts (Rawls, Sen, Nussbaum, Galtung) and a few recent sources (2022 - 2023). However, the referencing is uneven:
· Some sources are incomplete (e.g., UN links, repeated World Bank references).
· More recent and peer-reviewed works should be incorporated, especially in peace studies, human development, and applied ethics.
· Referencing style is inconsistent (mix of italics, missing details, URLs without proper citation format).
	

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

	The manuscript is understandable but lacks polish. Many sentences are repetitive, verbose, or colloquial. For example, phrases like “this reality is not a product of imagination” are more rhetorical than scholarly. Careful editing for conciseness, grammar, and academic tone is required.

	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The chapter is ambitious in scope but would benefit from narrowing its focus. 
2. It would be stronger if organized around a central argument rather than presenting long descriptive passages. 
3. More empirical examples or case studies would enrich the discussion and make the chapter more engaging. 
4. Tables, figures, or conceptual diagrams may help clarify the interconnectedness of the four pillars.

The manuscript deals with an important and timely theme and has potential to contribute meaningfully. However, its current presentation is more descriptive than analytical, with excessive repetition, weak structure, and language that does not yet meet scholarly standards. Substantial revisions in terms of clarity, organisation, methodological framing, and reference quality are necessary before it can be accepted.
	



	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? 

	No specific ethical issues were found, though the manuscript occasionally resembles an AI-assisted draft. Authors should ensure originality of content and acknowledge all sources properly.
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