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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	The theme of this paper is very interesting because it attempts to present a new perspective on the discourse of interfaith dialogue. The author attempts to incorporate philosophical hermeneutical discourse into developing interfaith dialogue. This philosophical hermeneutical basis can certainly provide a solid foundation for advancing interfaith dialogue. This paper is even more interesting because of the context it addresses regarding post-conflict peacebuilding in Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of this article is highly relevant. The title chosen is specific because it solely discusses the contribution of Gadamer's hermeneutics and African philosophy to post-conflict peacebuilding in Africa. This title is highly contextual, as it examines African issues from the perspective of African philosophy itself. The title and content of the article demonstrate a mutually supportive relationship, meaning there is a congruence between the title and the content.
	

	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.

	This article's abstract is very clear and comprehensive. The author has concisely stated the research problem. The research problem was analyzed using qualitative methods,particularly hermeneutical analysis. I believe the abstract does not need to be revised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This paper meets the requirements for a scientific paper. There are several fundamental reasons for this. First, the research problem is clearly stated at the beginning of the paper. The author also demonstrates a new dimension of his research compared to previous research on the theme of interfaith dialogue. Second, the research method chosen aligns with the title of the paper. The author chose a qualitative research method because it is relevant to the title. Third, the line of reasoning is coherent. Each statement is supported by adequate argumentation. The conclusions drawn are very logical because they are based on previously established premises.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references chosen as the primary sources for this paper are adequate because the author chose Gadamer's primary references related to hermeneutics, as well as sources on African philosophy. However, I recommend that the author also reference other relevant sources from Gadamer. This is crucial for deepening his understanding of Gadamer's hermeneutics.
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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