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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  

 

The transition between sections, especially from the utilitarian approach to alternative ethical frameworks, could be 

smoother to maintain the narrative's flow. Introducing transitional sentences that highlight the interconnectedness of these 

ethical considerations would enhance the manuscript's coherence. 

While the manuscript effectively outlines various ethical approaches, it could benefit from a more nuanced analysis of how 

these theories intersect with current environmental challenges, such as climate change, biodiversity loss, and resource depletion. 

This would underscore the practical implications of adopting a pluralistic ethical stance. 

Some sections feature dense paragraphs that could be broken down for better readability. Shorter paragraphs, along with the 

use of subheadings within sections, would improve the manuscript's accessibility. 

There are a few instances where technical terms and concepts are introduced without sufficient explanation. Providing brief 

definitions or clarifications would make the paper more accessible to readers less familiar with ethical theories or environmental 

law jargon. 

 

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

1.2. Reviewer 2 
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In discussing the limitations of utilitarianism, the manuscript could incorporate a discussion on emerging ethical 

considerations in environmental law, such as intergenerational justice and the rights of nature. This inclusion would reflect the 

evolving nature of environmental ethics discussions. 

The conclusion could be strengthened by offering more concrete recommendations for policymakers and practitioners. 

While the call for a pluralistic approach is clear, specific guidance on how to implement this in policy-making processes would 

be invaluable. 

Consider suggesting frameworks or methodologies for evaluating and integrating different ethical perspectives into 

environmental law and policy. This could include decision-making tools or criteria for balancing conflicting ethical 

considerations. 

 

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision: Accepted. 

Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 

 


