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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 have contributed its valuable insight into investigating the inseparable nexus of ethical leadership and sustainable development and explores how such leadership, especially transformational and servant styles, motivates employees toward sustainability commitments. Bringing together more than one theory (social learning, stakeholder, virtue ethics) enriches the framework undergirding ethical leadership. This work is vital to scholars willing to advance sustainability into organizational settings as well as practitioners and policymakers engaged in such efforts.
	

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

	The title “Ethics Leadership and Sustainable Development” is clear and concise. However, it may be slightly improved for academic precision by revising to “Ethical Leadership and Sustainable Development” since “Ethics Leadership” is less commonly used in scholarly discourse.

	

	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 covers thoroughly all the components: objectives, methodology, significance, and findings. However, to improve clarity, some areas could be tightened. Double emphasis can be eliminated to bring about clarity, whereas results need to be addressed in a crisp manner. It would be better to merge the discussion on challenges and recommendations into one statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and has a firm bearing on existing literature. Hence, the multi-theoretical framework (SLT, Transformational Leadership, Stakeholder Theory, Virtue Ethics) makes the manuscript strong. Another strength of this work lies in its conceptual analysis; However, the empirical backing for these concepts is sadly missing. The inclusion of case studies and/or practical illustrations would surely enhance credibility and appositeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript contains a wide variety of very recent and relevant (2015-2023) bibliography. However, some of the citations are repeated (Freeman 1984 is listed twice; Brown et al. 2005 is listed differently). The citation format should be uniform, whether APA, Harvard, or anything else. The literature review could be further enriched by including the most recent studies (2023-2024) on ESG, ethical leadership, and sustainability metrics.
	

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

	
The manuscript is written in lucid academic English. Long-winded sentences, however, could be broken up for the sake of clarity. It does have minor grammar slips and redundancies (e.g., the phrasing recurs in the abstract and recommendations). The language is generally fine for scholarly communication after minor editing.

	

	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)

There seems to be no violation of ethical codes in the manuscript. It is purely a conceptual study grounded on literature reviews and theories.
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