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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study provides valuable insights into indigenous conflict resolution mechanisms, a topic relevant to anthropology, sociology, and legal studies.
  It contributes to understanding non-Western dispute resolution models, highlighting their effectiveness and limitations.

  The research has implications for policymakers seeking to integrate traditional and modern conflict resolution approaches.

  It expands knowledge on the socio-cultural structures of the Tembaro people, enriching ethnographic literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat suitable but could be more precise. Suggested alternative:
"Indigenous Institutions and Family Conflict Resolution: The Case of Tembaro People in Ethiopia"
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study but lacks clarity and coherence.
  Key suggestions:

· Improve sentence structure for readability.

· Clearly state the research problem, methodology, and key findings.

· Avoid repetition and ambiguous phrasing.

· Define the role of indigenous institutions more concisely.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically accurate but requires refinement in argumentation and explanation of key concepts.

Some sections lack proper citations to support claims.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include relevant literature, but more recent studies (post-2015) should be added to enhance the discussion.
	

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


	Proofreading is recommended to enhance readability and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Discussion and conclusion should align better with the stated research objectives.
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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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