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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 is significant as it explores indigenous philosophy, specifically Igwebuike tradition in Nigeria, and their influence on contemporary socio-political issues. It provides a framework for addressing national integration and sustainable peace in Nigeria, highlighting the importance of local knowledge in global discussions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	﻿The title "Igwebuike Socio-Political Philosophy: A Catalyst for National Integration and Sustainable Peace in Nigeria" works well since it effectively captures the article's emphasis on the philosophical framework and its relevance to key national issues in Nigeria.
	

	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.


	﻿Generally the abstract is effective, but it can be improved by clarifying the research objectives, including some details about the methodology, summarizing the key findings, acknowledging any limitations, and offering suggestions for future research. This would provide a more complete and informative overview.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To evaluate the correctness and integrity of the manuscript, it's important to take a close look at several key aspects, including its overall structure, context, thoroughness of the literature review, clarity of the methodology, and how well the figures and tables present the information. It’s essential to explain the reasoning behind selecting the qualitative hermeneutic approach, and to ensure that ethical standards and cultural sensitivity should adequately addressed. While the manuscript shows a operational level of correctness and accuracy, there are certain areas that could be improved to further enhance its quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article seems to lacking of the adequacy and freshness of its references, with some going back to 2004. It would benefit from including more well-known philosophical texts and articles from reputed journals to strengthen its foundation.
	

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


	﻿The language is generally readable, but it would be advisable to rephrase certain sections, eliminate repetition, and rearrange some content for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Accept after minor revisions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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