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	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 a significant scientific paper based on the hermeneutics of Gadamer and the ethical framework from African philosophy ubuntu. This addresses the problem of interreligious dialogue not in a pragmatic way but towards transformative ethical practice, which includes empathy, recognition, and a significant storyline for peacebuilding. However, it challenges the Western point of view in terms of approach to ethics, recognition, and reconciliation, especially by drawing on the concept from Ubuntu, which is an African value systems that emphasize the interconnectedness of individuals with their surrounding societal and physical worlds. Thus, this philosophical lens deepens the discourse on peace by foregrounding the interpretive and relational dimensions essential for lasting social healing.
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	Yes it is conceptually rich and accurately reflects the manuscript’s content.
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	The methodology much be clear in the use of a "hermeneutical-philosophical lens," it could be clearer about whether this is a conceptual/theoretical paper or if it engages any case studies or empirical data. Work on the gap between peacebuilding or interfaith dialogue literature especially the dominant of Western-centric peacebuilding models.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and philosophically sound.
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	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and well-curated.
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	Yes, the terminology, syntax, sentence structure and transitions are good but there are long or dense sentences or repetitions and typographical. None the less this manuscript is great.
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