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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

The title is convenient and explanatory. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

This abstract clearly explains that it will analyze Ethiopia's peacekeeping activities by 

considering the interplay between foreign policy and defense diplomacy. 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

Detected grammatical and misspelling errors are indicated in the attached file. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

It is explained that this will be a qualitative study in which the author will examine 

relevant theoretical texts and key documents from the periods covered in the case. 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

I don't think there is a problem with the titles and structuring of the article. 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

The conclusion that peacekeeping is used as a field of diplomatic activity, where 

national-regional interests are also defended, seems to be in line with the body of the 

text. 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

I think the bibliography of the work is sufficient. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 



[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 



  

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

- First of all, congratulations on a well-structured article with a good bibliography.  

- There are two points that I would like to point out and leave to the author's 

discretion.  

o Somewhere in the text, I think we should see some data on Ethiopia's military 

power. Maybe Global Firepower Index etc. could be used. The number of troops 

could be given in comparison with other powers in Africa and the region. Although 

the article is about peacekeeping, I think the transformation of defense into a 

diplomatic tool should also be related to the prestige, power and capabilities of the 

military and this should be clearly seen in the article.  

o Particularly when talking about the aftermath of 9/11, I think the definition of 

"anchor state" in The National Security Strategy of the United States of America 

(2002) should be mentioned and the importance of Ethiopia in regional security 

should be underlined. I also recall that the Foreign Affairs and National Security 

Policy and Strategy Document issued by the Ethiopian government in 2002 also 

included statements in the context of regional security and peace. 
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