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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	[bookmark: Author’s_Feedback_(Please_correct_the_ma]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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it bridges critical domains of governance and sustainability. The chapter contributes to scholarly discourse by highlighting how ethical governance and constitutional integrity can serve as pillars for long-term societal resilience and environmental stewardship. Its insights are particularly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and academics seeking to align legal structures with sustainable development goals in an increasingly interconnected world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The chapter title is well aligned with the overall theme of the book.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 written as a conceptual study. It does not contain elements such as the research objective, study design, location and time of the study, or the methodology used. Therefore, this abstract does not represent an empirical research abstract.

Rewrite the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Since the abstract indicates that this is a conceptual manuscript, the reviewer will evaluate based on the clarity, coherence, and logical consistency of its arguments. A scientifically correct conceptual manuscript will be grounded in established theories or frameworks. Even without empirical data, the manuscript should demonstrate academic rigor through structured reasoning, proper citations, and a clear line of argumentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The author needs to include more recent references. Additionally, there are several prominent statements in the
manuscript that clearly require proper citations to support them. The references should follow the format given by the editor.
	




	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English used in the manuscript is understandable and written in an academic style.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	1. The words 'research' and 'study' have been used interchangeably. Please use only one term that can describe your study in the manuscript.
2. The spelling of the word 'problem' in the title of the Problem Statement.
3. A problem statement is not likely a statement of a problem. The statement does not justify the needs of the research to be undertaken. Redo the problem statement section. Include recent references to support your statements.
4. Rephrase the sentence in the Research Aims section. It seems that the sentence is an instruction to the audience.
5. Rephrase the sentence in the last paragraph of Research Questions.
6. Rephrase the sentence in the Gap In The Study Of Balancing Competing Interests In Sustainable Development section.
7. This framework emphasizes the interconnectedness and interdependence of the three pillars of sustainable development: environment, economy, and society (Theoretical Framework: Analyzing Balancing Acts in Sustainable Development). Work ‘environment, economy, and society’ should use ‘economic development, social well-being, and environmental protection’.
8. Rephrase the sentence in the Literature Review: Balancing Competing Interests In Sustainable Development – beware of the word used – you@your.
9. Rephrase the sentence in the Literature On Objectives Related To Balancing Competing Interests In Sustainable Development – beware of the word used – you@your.
10. In the Literature Review sections, the author is suggested to include recent citations (2020 - 2025).
11. The use of the terms: Ethics, Constitutionalism, and Sustainable Development in the Ethics, Constitutionalism, and Sustainable Development section should include the recent citations.
12. Bold the title of Further Studies In Balancing Competing Interests In Sustainable Development.
13. Rephrase the sentence in the Further Studies In Balancing Competing Interests In Sustainable Development – beware of the word used – you@your.
14. Rephrase the sentence in The Path Forward – beware of the word used – you@your.
15. The references section should be carefully reviewed, as there are instances of repeated citations. The author is advised to follow the editor’s instructions closely and ensure that all references are properly checked, updated, and formatted to meet the publication standards.
16. The references listed are limited and do not support the breadth of the discussion. The author is encouraged to add more references and ensure that relevant citations are included throughout the text.
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	[bookmark: Reviewer’s_comment]Reviewer’s comment
	[bookmark: Author’s_comment_(if_agreed_with_the_rev]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)
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