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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.


	The importance of this study lies in its approach to the reality experienced not only in this country, but in many countries around the world. The world is at war, and the arrival of a Third World War is looming. It is necessary to create effective educational mechanisms to guide students. Students will later become individuals who form part of the societies that make up the world and will be responsible for creating and directing sociocultural policies that govern the destinies of nations. To the extent that they are educated under a culture of peace, they will behave and govern in the same way. This study provides an analytical approach to this reality, the path it is taking, the possible causes that originate it, and how to address it to mitigate the situation. Therefore, from this perspective, the research aims to make an important scientific contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, presented with great clarity and precision, although a bit long since it is usually required by magazines that titles have a word count between 15 and 20 words, and this one has 26 words.
	

	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 summary is almost complete, as it includes the objective, methodology, results, and recommendations; however, it does not present conclusions. That is, conclusions were replaced by recommendations, and this should be reviewed because conclusions are not the same as recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	Scientifically, the manuscript presents a series of errors, especially in the methodology section, which must present the approach used, the scope, and the study.

The approach could be qualitative, quantitative, or mixed.

The scope could be exploratory, descriptive, correlational, or explanatory.

The type of study could be experimental or non-experimental.

Therefore, the methodology section must clearly establish which of its components will be used in each of these elements.

The population or general group of individuals to be studied must be clearly explained, and, to the same extent, the sample or small group that will be approached to obtain the information must be presented.

The type of research technique used (observation, survey, interview, focus group, case study, among others) must be explained. Likewise, the data collection instrument used (questionnaire, field diary, notebook, etc.) must be explained.

In carrying out this explanation, I want to establish that this research does not detail the methodological section as I have described it, and scientifically, this is the way it should be presented, and this manuscript does not comply with it.

Furthermore, neither the introduction nor the theoretical framework provide a detailed explanation of how peace education and the culture of peace are conceived in this country's educational curriculum, in a way that could serve as a reference for understanding the problem at hand.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.


	The references are sufficient, but more could be included to reinforce the theoretical framework or literature review. It is important that all information included in the introduction section and in the theoretical framework or literature review be supported by authors, that is, referenced.

Some of these references are not up-to-date, and it is necessary to keep this in mind. It is important that the references used in the preparation of a scientific manuscript be current, as this contextualizes the approach taken to the research. A reference from 20 years ago does not reflect the current reality, and it is extremely important to consider this reality. 

These references must have a research endorsement, meaning they must be based on research papers approved by the scientific community. Therefore, it is not advisable to include references from unverified sources such as Wikipedia or any other blog without proven scientific merit. Therefore, it is necessary to use references from scientific articles, books, doctoral theses, and other documents approved by the scientific community.

It is important that each bibliographic reference has a location link so that readers interested in delving deeper into any of them can access it.
	

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


	The technical language used in this manuscript is appropriate for the academic language required in a research setting. The language used is appropriate, and at no point is there any foul or hostile language, but rather adheres to universal scientific guidelines.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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