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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 provides a critical re-evaluation of Myanmar’s foreign policy strategy between 2011 and 2015, offering new theoretical insights into the application of strategic statecraft rather than the widely assumed liberal peace model. It contributes significantly to the fields of international relations, Southeast Asian studies, and diplomacy by contextualizing Myanmar’s reforms within a broader geopolitical framework. The study is timely, especially in anticipation of Myanmar’s upcoming elections, as it draws important lessons from the past that are applicable to current and future policy decisions. It also enhances scholarly understanding of the limitations of conditionality in political transitions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.

	

	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 well-written, concise, and effectively summarizes the key arguments, methodology, findings, and significance of the study. It successfully sets the stage for the reader by presenting the main objective and conclusions. No major changes needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research question is clearly defined, the methodology (process-tracing) is appropriate, and the data sources are credible. The argument is coherent and supported by empirical evidence, including official documents, trade figures, and diplomatic records.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, scholarly, and recent, covering both foundational and contemporary literature. The manuscript cites a wide range of reputable sources, including peer-reviewed journals, international reports, and primary documents.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, formal, and appropriate for academic publication. Minor proofreading for flow and clarity may be considered, but overall, the manuscript meets the required standards for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-researched and analytically strong manuscript. It introduces a nuanced theoretical framework that challenges conventional interpretations of Myanmar’s transition, making it a valuable addition to literature on statecraft and diplomacy in transitional regimes. The use of figures and tables enhances the accessibility of complex data.
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	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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