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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 relevant for the scientific and academic community. It integrates ethics, religions, and the UN Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)—three critical dimensions for sustainable development. The study provides a multi-layered theoretical framework, highlights the role of faith-based organizations, and bridges the values–action gap. Such interdisciplinary work can inform policymakers, academics, and religious leaders on practical strategies for sustainability. Its significance lies in emphasizing interfaith collaboration and ethical decision-making, offering an innovative approach to global challenges.
	

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

	The title is clear and directly reflects the content of the chapter. However, for broader appeal, a slightly revised version may be considered:
Suggested Alternative: “Ethics and Religions in Advancing the Sustainable Development Goals: Interfaith Pathways to Sustainability.”
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and summarizes key arguments. However, it could be shortened slightly to maintain focus and readability. Some repetition (e.g., regarding interfaith collaboration and ethical frameworks) may be condensed for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is conceptually strong and scientifically sound. The framework is logical, supported by extensive literature, and well-structured into aims, objectives, problem statements, and recommendations. It demonstrates analytical rigor and interdisciplinary relevance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient, diverse, and include recent works (up to 2023–2025). However, two recommendations:
· Add more references from recent UN/SDG policy reports (2023–2024) for contextual updates.
· Strengthen the section on indigenous knowledge and sustainability by citing recent works in environmental anthropology or eco-theology.

	

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

	The language is generally clear and scholarly. However, the manuscript occasionally leans toward repetitiveness and over-explanation. Minor editing for conciseness and flow would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is a valuable interdisciplinary contribution. It successfully blends ethical philosophy, theology, and sustainability discourse, making it suitable for inclusion as a book chapter. Minor revisions, such as clarifying the abstract and tightening the language, as well as incorporating recent references, would further enhance its quality.



	











	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? 

	None detected. The paper does not involve human/animal subjects or sensitive data.
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