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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.


	The paper critically and nuancedly reevaluates Myanmar's diplomatic achievements from 2011 to 2015, challenging mainstream narratives that attribute these successes to liberal peace theory. The study uses a strategic statecraft paradigm to show how Myanmar's administration pursued purposeful changes to gain international legitimacy, reduce sanctions, and attract foreign investment. International relations, comparative politics, and economic development experts benefit from its rigorous, data-driven methodology, which links domestic policy changes to global effects. The manuscript shows that diplomatic achievements in transitional states are precarious and contingent, raising awareness of conditionality, sanctions, and authoritarian endurance and contributing to scientific discussions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate but could be made more informative and engaging, especially considering the manuscript’s core arguments and approach.Though precise in international affairs, "Rapprochement" may not be instantly accessible to all readers. The article's theoretical framework, such as “strategic statecraft” vs. “liberal peace,” is not clear. The abstract and conclusion mention 2025 elections, but the title does not. You can consider using this  title:Myanmar’s Diplomatic Opening (2011–2015): Strategic Statecraft Beyond the Liberal Peace

	

	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 quite comprehensive that describes the article's scope, rationale, and methodology in detail. The paper critically reassesses Myanmar's diplomatic achievements from 2011–2015 and contradicts the liberal peace narrative by highlighting strategic statecraft and deliberate reforms. The abstract describes process-tracing and qualitative analysis of official sources, summarizes the main findings (lifted sanctions, foreign investment, restored trade status), and links the lessons from this period to possible future developments (post-2025 elections). No requirement for addition or suggestion. However, in research, the keywords are generally written in alphabetical order. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. Process-tracing and qualitative analysis of official papers and international reports are used to study complicated diplomatic and political phenomena. A complex theoretical framework of strategic statecraft, supported by sanctions, foreign direct investment trends, and legislative measures from 2011 to 2015, disputes liberal peace narratives.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are sufficient and recent and adequately given the study's focus on Myanmar's diplomatic achievements from 2011 to 2015, sanctions reduction, foreign direct investment, and strategic statecraft theory. No suggestions.

	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. However, ensure consistent use of terms (e.g., “strategic statecraft” rather than occasional variants) and uniform formatting, particularly for acronyms and technical phrases.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and insightful analysis that challenges conventional interpretations of Myanmar’s diplomatic shifts between 2011 and 2015. With minor revision, it stands to make a significant contribution to the fields of international relations and transitional state studies.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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