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	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 study is very timely and intresting in the area of sustainable development. This subject has both art and science. The study is on “Evolution of Sustainable Development in Japan: From Historical Foundations to Green Transformation,” however, there is no description on how the narrative review was conducted with key literature and documents. This narrative review method or approach is the scientific part of the paper and is very important for the scientific community to learn, emulate and test it again in different contexts

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is suitable for the journal due to the narrative review on documents to provide insights after the synthesis. However, the detail or the explanation of the study design and the method used must be explained. This is important for transferability of the research.
	

	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 does hot have key findings of the study, implications, recommendation and future direction. An abstract provides the gist of the manuscript. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is a scientific one, but it needs to provide the description of the narrative review of documents. Then how the review process being transformed into analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent and adequate. 
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly journal and communication.
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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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