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	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 contributes meaningfully to the growing body of work on peace education by analyzing the intersection of governance and conflict in Nigeria over a fourteen-year period. The study bridges the gap between educational policy, conflict resolution frameworks, and peacebuilding strategies in the Nigerian context. By highlighting the role of education in addressing deep-rooted socio-political crises, the paper offers relevant insights for both policymakers and scholars in peace and conflict studies, African governance, and educational reform.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is broadly appropriate and reflects the content of the article. However, for clarity and conciseness, the following revision is recommended:

Suggested Title:
“Education for Peace and Conflict Resolution in Nigeria: A Critical Review of Governance (2010–2024)”
	

	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 outlines the core themes but needs better clarity, grammatical accuracy, and paragraph structuring. It currently repeats concepts and has inconsistent phrasing (e.g., "bound be" instead of "bound to be"). Consider restructuring and condensing it into 1 paragraph (around 250 words) and explicitly mention the methodology, main findings, and conclusion in clear terms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is thematically relevant and conceptually sound. However, it lacks methodological rigor—the methodology section is too brief and vaguely defined as “secondary sources.” There is no clear explanation of how sources were selected, what frameworks were used for analysis, or any evidence of systematic inquiry. This weakens the scientific robustness.

· Define and justify the research design (e.g., narrative review, document analysis).

· Include a section on data sources or frameworks used for analysis.

· Address limitations of using only secondary data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is moderately sufficient but skewed toward older publications. Several important works on peace education, governance, and Nigerian socio-political contexts have emerged post-2020 and should be included to enhance the paper’s relevance.

· Add post-2020 references from recognized journals like African Affairs, Conflict Resolution Quarterly, or International Journal of Educational Development.

· Cite policy reports by UNESCO or UNDP on peace education in Africa.


	

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


	Not fully. The manuscript contains significant grammatical errors, run-on sentences, and inconsistencies in punctuation and referencing. Examples include:

· “bound be some conflicting interests” → should be “bound to be”

· “mix-normal” → unclear meaning

· Overuse of redundant phrasing

A professional language and grammar revision is highly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper shows strong conceptual coverage but is marred by weak methodological articulation and language clarity.

· The critique of governance is valuable but sometimes drifts into anecdotal storytelling (e.g., the JAMB snake incident), which may reduce academic tone.

· Greater emphasis on practical policy recommendations would improve the impact.
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