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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 is a timely intersection between ethics, religions and Sustainable Development Goals, which is crucial. It has a distinct interdisciplinary approach as it connects ethical frameworks and religious values to global sustainability objectives. It also adds to academic discussion, policy-making, and practical action by demonstrating the ways in which religious institutions and moral reasoning can help develop long-term sustainable action. The value of it is that it will help to close the divide between beliefs and actions, and provide a guide on how interfaith cooperation can be achieved, as it will inform policymakers and practitioners.
	

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

	The title “Ethics, Religions and Sustainable Development Goals” is clear and appropriate. However, to emphasize its applied contribution, a slightly more engaging alternative could be:
 Belief and Action: Ethics, Religions, and the Sustainable Development Goals 
	

	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 detailed but somehow too long and descriptive. It might be enhanced by narrowing the narrative to include: (i) purpose of research, (ii) methodology, (iii) major findings  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The paper is solid in concept and scientifically sound. It is a well-organized theoretical framework: multi-layered approach: values, interpretations, behavioral mechanisms, institutions, global context. There is sufficient integration of literature and consistency of arguments. The work, however, is mostly conceptual/theoretical: empirical validation (surveys, interviews, case studies) is merely proposed as a future research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The sources are current and not that old (Appleby 2000, Haynes 2007, Tomalin 2019, JLI 2022, Schliesser 2021). Nevertheless, more recent articles (2022-2025) may also be added, in particular, about SDGs and faith-based sustainability projects (e.g., recent UN reports, MDPI articles about religion and sustainability).
	

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

	
The English is academic and publication worthy. Through simple stylistic refinements (limiting the length of sentences, not repeating, simplifying the abstract) readability could be improved.


	

	Optional/General comments

	Strength: Clear structure (aim, questions, objectives, framework, literature, significance, recommendations).
 Strength: Interdisciplinary integration of ethics, religion, and sustainability.
Limitation: No primary data, empirical work is needed to strengthen conclusions.
 Suggestion: Shorten abstract, expand on research gap more explicitly, and integrate newer references.

Recommendation: Minor Revision
Rationale:
The article is very topical, conceptually sound, and in need of some slight amendments in the abstract clarity, inclusion of some new findings, and refine the research gaps indicated.



	



	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 ethical issues are detected. The manuscript does not involve human/animal experiments, and suggested interviews/case studies are future directions.
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