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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.

	This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it integrates Western hermeneutical philosophy (e.g., Gadamer) with African ethical traditions like Ubuntu, offering a decolonial framework for interreligious dialogue in peacebuilding that challenges Eurocentric models. By addressing the ethical gaps in post-conflict reconciliation in Africa, it contributes to interdisciplinary fields such as religious studies, philosophy, and conflict resolution, providing actionable insights for handling religious dialogue in regions like Rwanda and Nigeria. Its emphasis on narrative, memory, and mutual understanding advances decolonial thought, encouraging scholars to prioritize indigenous epistemologies in global peace discourses. Furthermore, in a time of rising religious extremism, this work promotes epistemological humility and transformative practices, influencing policy and education to foster sustainable, culturally resonant peace initiatives across the Global South.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately captures the core focus on interreligious dialogue, peacebuilding, hermeneutics, philosophy, ethics, and the African post-conflict context, while being concise and informative.
	

	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 comprehensive, effectively summarizing the problem, objectives, methodology, key arguments, and contributions. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct within its philosophical and interdisciplinary scope. As a none empirical study, it does not involve empirical data but relies on logical argumentation, critical analysis of texts, and contextual illustrations, which are appropriately sourced and coherently presented. The hermeneutical-philosophical framework is applied consistently, and claims about ethics, peacebuilding, and African traditions are substantiated with references, avoiding unsubstantiated assertions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient in number and cover key thinkers in hermeneutics (Gadamer), African philosophy (Mbiti, Wiredu, Ramose), and peacebuilding (Appleby, Lederach, Tutu), providing a solid foundation. However, they are not entirely recent; the latest is from 2021 (Sachedina), with many from the 1990s-2010s, which may overlook post-2021 developments given the manuscript's focus on contemporary African conflicts. 


	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is formal, precise, and engaging, with clear sentence structure, appropriate academic vocabulary, and logical flow. Minor typographical issues exist




	

	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)

No
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