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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 (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 important for the scientific community because it examines a contemporary issue with direct relevance to ongoing scholarly and policy debates. The study contributes original perspectives by systematically analysing existing evidence and presenting its findings in a coherent and well-argued manner. Its conclusions help clarify unresolved questions in the field and offer a useful reference point for future empirical and theoretical research. As such, the manuscript adds incremental but meaningful value to the existing body of literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, but it is slightly broad.
Short alternative (more precise):
“Sustainability as an Evolving Paradigm: Implications for Business, Environment, and Human Development
	

	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 largely comprehensive and captures the central theme of the manuscript. However, it would benefit from a clearer indication of the approach or nature of the study (conceptual, analytical, or review-based). A brief mention of the key contribution or takeaway would strengthen it further. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the arguments are logically developed. The discussion is consistent with established literature, and no conceptual or factual errors are evident. The conclusions follow reasonably from the analysis presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant to the topic. While most key works are covered, the inclusion of a few more recent studies (last 3–5 years) from leading journals on sustainability and development would enhance the manuscript’s academic currency.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly and policy-oriented communication, particularly for interdisciplinary fields such as strategic studies, geopolitics, defence economics, and international relations. The article demonstrates a high level of linguistic competence, conceptual clarity, and analytical maturity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is clear, well-written, and analytically sound, with language and tone appropriate for scholarly and policy-oriented communication. It offers balanced insights, effective use of evidence, and meaningful comparative perspective, making it suitable for publication in an online academic or strategic affairs platform.
The manuscript would benefit from modest refinement in a few areas. Comparative analysis with other major military powers—particularly China—could be made more systematic through the use of consistent and comparable metrics. Key numerical claims would gain strength from clearer in-text source attribution. In addition, slight tightening of longer sentences and greater use of academic hedging would improve alignment with stricter scholarly outlets. A brief acknowledgment of limitations or counter-arguments would further enhance the manuscript’s analytical balance and credibility
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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