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	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 for the scientific community as it examines the implementation of peace education curriculam in fostering a culture of peace within a conflict-prone region. By focusing on the Yala Local Government Area of Cross River State, Nigeria, the study highlights the role of educational interventions in addressing deeply rooted social issues such as communal conflicts and violence. The findings provide empirical evidence for the relationship between curriculum implementation and behavioral outcomes like cooperation and empathy, offering practical insights for educators, policymakers, and peace-building organizations aiming to create sustainable, peaceful communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is specific, informative, and reflects the study's key variables and geographical scope. However, if further refinement is desired, it could include a mention of the methodology e.g. "An Empirical Study of…………………"  to indicate the research approach.
	

	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 and includes the purpose, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, some improvements could enhance its clarity and impact:
Suggestions:

1. Purpose Clarification: While the purpose is clear, briefly mention why this research is important, e.g., addressing the declining culture of peace in the region.

2. Research Design and Population: Include a more specific description of the population sampled (e.g., social studies and civic education teachers) and the total number surveyed.

3. Key Results: State the key findings in a more straightforward manner, highlighting the weak relationship between empathy content and peace culture while noting the absence of a significant relationship with cooperation content.

4. Practical Implications: Expand on the implications of the findings, such as how they can guide future educational policies or interventions.

5. Avoid Repetition: The recommendation to emphasize affective learning is repeated. Consider reducing this redundancy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but would benefit from deeper discussion and attention to validity and generalizability. These refinements would enhance the overall rigor and applicability of the study. The following areas might be considered for improvement:

1. Discussion of Non-significant Results: The manuscript acknowledges the absence of a significant relationship between cooperation content and the culture of peace but does not delve deeply into the potential reasons. Including more nuanced interpretations or alternative explanations would strengthen the discussion.

2. Measurement Validity: While the instrument's reliability (Cronbach's alpha of 0.78) is reported, there is no discussion of its validity. Providing evidence of content or construct validity would enhance the study's credibility.

3. Generalizability: The study focuses solely on Yala Local Government Area. While this specificity is valuable, a brief discussion of how the findings might apply to similar contexts would add scientific depth.

4. Causation vs. Correlation: The manuscript correctly uses correlation analysis but could explicitly caution readers against interpreting the findings as causal relationships.

5. Terminology: The terms "zero relationship" and "weak relationship" are used. It would be more precise to state "no significant relationship" and "statistically weak relationship" to align with scientific language.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are adequate in number and provide a good foundation for the study.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is largely suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where clarity, conciseness, and adherence to academic tone could be improved. Therefore, a complete language editing is advised, and this should be done by an English and research expert.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is a strong contribution to the field, particularly in its regional focus and practical applications. With refinements in language, expanded literature review, and deeper discussion of findings, it has the potential to make a more significant scholarly impact. The study also highlights the importance of peace education as a tool for social transformation, a message that resonates globally.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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