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Abstract 

Peacebuilding interventions continue to yield limited results because conflict analysis remains largely confined to social, political 

and economic frameworks, neglecting the foundational role of psychological and consciousness dimensions. This article 

proposes Metaphysical Peace Theory and Spiritual-Structural Transformation (MPT-SST) as a comprehensive applied science 

that conceptualizes peace as an ontological state of coherence between individual and collective consciousness and the systems 

they inhabit. Integrating insights from peace psychology, systems theory and consciousness studies, the article positions MPT-

SST as an evolutionary peace paradigm transcending traditional conflict management toward proactive coherence cultivation. 

As a conceptual investigation, this study does not present empirical data but instead offers a structured theoretical foundation 

and operational blueprint designed to inform future empirical inquiry and interdisciplinary collaboration. The framework is 

operationalized through three interconnected components: Universal Peace Dynamics, the Metaphysical Coherence Index and 

AI-assisted coherence monitoring, demonstrating applicability to applied psychology through trauma healing, deradicalization 

initiatives and collective behavioral regulation. These components are presented as provisional analytical tools requiring 

psychometric development and empirical validation in subsequent research phases. A contextual analysis of the Boko Haram 

insurgency illustrates how simultaneous attention to inner psychological realignment and external structural reform enables more 

profound and sustainable peace outcomes. This analysis functions as an illustrative heuristic rather than a formal empirical case 

study, reflecting the article's contribution as conceptual scholarship. By integrating psychological interiority with structural 

transformation within a unified measurement framework, MPT-SST provides both a theoretical foundation and practical 

methodology for advancing peace research and intervention design. 
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1. Introduction 

Applied psychology has long contributed to peacebuilding 

through trauma studies, social identity theory, intergroup rela-

tions and conflict resolution mechanisms. However, most ap-

plied models remain reactive, intervening after violence has 

already manifested. Classical frameworks such as Galtung’s 

concept of positive peace emphasize structural justice and the 

removal of violence from social systems, yet they rarely inter-

rogate the deeper psychological and metaphysical conditions 

that precede structural breakdowns [1, 2]. As a result, peace 

initiatives frequently stabilize conflict without transforming 

the underlying consciousness patterns that reproduce violence. 
Metaphysical Peace Theory and Spiritual-Structural Trans-

formation (MPT-SST) responds to this limitation by introduc-

ing peace as a measurable state of metaphysical coherence, 

defined as alignment between individual consciousness, col-

lective psychology and systemic structures. From an applied 

psychology perspective, MPT-SST reframes peace not merely 

as the absence of aggression but as the presence of coherent 

cognitive, emotional and moral regulation across social sys-

tems. This article argues that sustainable peace requires inter-

ventions at both the psychological interior and the structural 

exterior, treated as a single integrated field. 
Contemporary peace challenges demonstrate that un-

addressed psychosocial dissonance and structural misalign-

ment often perpetuate cycles of violence, radicalization and 

social fragmentation, highlighting the need for integrated 

frameworks that unify individual, group and systemic dimen-

sions [3, 4]. 
By situating peace as an ontological and psychosocial phe-

nomenon, MPT-SST provides a conceptual bridge between 

preventive psychology, systemic reform and collective behav-

ioral governance, emphasizing coherence cultivation rather 

than solely reactive conflict resolution [5-7]. 
The Introduction also serves to establish the rationale for 

developing operational tools such as the Resonance Audit and 

Metaphysical Coherence Index, while situating the proposed 

AI-assisted monitoring systems within a broader research 

agenda that emphasizes longitudinal assessment, cross-cul-

tural applicability and interdisciplinary collaboration [8]. 

2. Conceptual Foundations and 

Psychological Relevance of MPT-SST 

MPT-SST is grounded in the premise that human behavior 

emerges from layered interactions between consciousness, 

cognition, emotion and structure. Contemporary psychology 

acknowledges that unresolved trauma, identity threat and 

moral injury significantly shape violent behavior and radical-

ization [9, 10]. MPT-SST extends these insights by situating 

psychological dysfunction within a broader metaphysical field 

of coherence and dissonance. 

Within this framework, peace is conceptualized as a coher-

ent psychological state characterized by emotional regulation, 

ethical alignment and relational harmony, scaled from the in-

dividual to the societal level. Conflict, by contrast, is under-

stood as sustained dissonance between inner psychological 

states and outer systemic conditions. This approach aligns 

with ecological and systems-based models in psychology that 

emphasize multilevel causality and feedback loops [11, 12]. 
MPT-SST further incorporates the notion of psychosocial 

resonance, in which individual and collective mental states in-

teract dynamically with social and institutional structures, cre-

ating patterns of alignment or dissonance that can either stabi-

lize or destabilize communities [13, 14]. 
The framework recognizes that interventions solely target-

ing observable behavior or institutional reform often fail to 

produce sustainable outcomes unless the internal coherence of 

individuals and groups is simultaneously addressed, highlight-

ing the need for integrated psychological and structural strat-

egies [15]. 
This conceptual expansion positions MPT-SST within a 

fourth-generation peace paradigm that not only emphasizes 

structural justice and social equity but also integrates con-

sciousness alignment, emotional regulation and moral calibra-

tion as foundational elements of sustainable peace [16, 17]. 
From an applied perspective, MPT-SST has implications 

for trauma-informed programming, psychosocial rehabilita-

tion, deradicalization efforts and cross-cultural conflict reso-

lution initiatives, offering measurable and conceptually 

grounded pathways to operationalize peace across multiple 

societal levels [18, 19]. 

3. Theoretical Framework: The Four 

Layers of Dissonance 

The MPT-SST framework identifies four interdependent 

layers of dissonance through which conflict emerges and per-

sists, offering a multi-level understanding of human, social 

and systemic dysfunction [20]. This layered model integrates 

psychological, structural, relational and historical dimensions 

to provide a holistic analytical lens. 

3.1. Personal Dissonance 

Personal dissonance refers to unresolved psychological 

trauma, cognitive fragmentation and moral injury at the indi-

vidual level. Empirical research demonstrates that exposure to 

violence and chronic stress impairs emotional regulation and 

increases susceptibility to extremist narratives [21]. MPT-SST 

interprets such conditions as incoherent internal states that dis-

tort perception and behavior. 
Personal dissonance is not merely a function of traumatic 
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exposure but also arises from persistent cognitive and emo-

tional misalignments that hinder adaptive decision-making, 

empathy and moral reasoning. These misalignments can be 

exacerbated by social isolation, stigmatization or identity-

based exclusion, creating a feedback loop that reinforces vul-

nerability to radicalization and antisocial conduct [22, 23]. 
From a practical standpoint, personal dissonance can be as-

sessed through psychological inventories, narrative interviews, 

physiological stress markers and AI-assisted emotional pat-

tern recognition tools. Integrating these measures allows prac-

titioners to create individualized intervention plans that ad-

dress cognitive, emotional and moral incoherence, paving the 

way for resilience, reconciliation and prosocial reintegration 

[24, 25]. 

3.2. Structural Dissonance 

Structural dissonance arises when social institutions, laws 

and economic systems generate persistent psychological stress 

through injustice, exclusion or deprivation [26]. Applied psy-

chology recognizes the mental health consequences of ine-

quality and systemic oppression, including aggression, de-

pression and social withdrawal [27]. In MPT-SST, these con-

ditions are understood as misalignments between human dig-

nity and institutional design. 
Structural dissonance can manifest in bureaucratic rigidity, 

inequitable access to resources and institutionalized discrimi-

nation, which collectively undermine trust in governance and 

social cohesion. The misalignment between citizens’ psycho-

logical expectations of fairness and institutional practices pro-

duces chronic societal tension, which can escalate into civil 

unrest or reinforce cycles of marginalization [28, 29]. 
Operationally, structural dissonance can be mapped using 

socio-economic indices, participatory audits and institutional 

trust metrics, enabling policymakers and peace practitioners 

to design interventions that reconcile institutional frameworks 

with community psychological needs [30, 31]. 

3.3. Systemic Dissonance 

Systemic dissonance manifests as breakdowns in trust, 

communication and relational flow between groups. Social 

identity theory demonstrates how in-group and out-group dy-

namics amplify perceived threat and justify violence [32]. 

MPT-SST frames these dynamics as incoherent relational fre-

quencies sustained by fear-based narratives. 
Systemic dissonance occurs when social networks, inter-

group interactions and cultural narratives are misaligned with 

collective values and ethical norms. This layer emphasizes the 

relational dimension of conflict, highlighting how misinfor-

mation, stereotypes and historical grievances can create feed-

back loops that perpetuate distrust and reactive aggression [33, 

34]. 
MPT-SST proposes interventions such as structured inter-

group dialogue, narrative reconciliation workshops and com-

munity-mediated conflict resolution to restore coherence. 

Measuring systemic dissonance involves assessing social net-

work connectivity, levels of intergroup trust and alignment be-

tween cultural narratives and institutional messaging [35, 36]. 

3.4. Root Dissonance 

Root dissonance refers to unresolved historical, cultural or 

intergenerational trauma that continues to shape collective 

psychology [37]. Studies in transgenerational trauma confirm 

that historical violence can influence present behavior through 

social memory and epigenetic pathways [38]. MPT-SST iden-

tifies this layer as the deepest source of recurring conflict cy-

cles. 
Root dissonance encompasses the inherited psychological 

and social residues of past atrocities, including unresolved 

grief, collective guilt and transmitted fear. These latent dy-

namics may not be immediately visible but subtly shape soci-

etal narratives, group identities and intergenerational behav-

iors [39, 40]. 
Addressing root dissonance involves acknowledgment of 

historical injustices, integration of restorative justice mecha-

nisms and culturally informed healing practices. Measurement 

approaches include oral history analysis, epigenetic research 

and longitudinal sociocultural assessments to track intergen-

erational patterns of trauma and resilience [41, 42]. 
Collectively, these four layers of dissonance provide a mul-

tidimensional map for understanding the emergence, persis-

tence and potential resolution of conflict. By identifying the 

interplay between personal, structural, systemic and root-level 

factors, MPT-SST enables targeted interventions at each layer 

while preserving coherence across levels. This approach inte-

grates theory, measurement and applied strategies into a uni-

fied framework capable of guiding preventive and restorative 

peace initiatives [43, 44]. 

4. Operational Methodology 

MPT-SST translates theory into applied practice through 

structured diagnostic and intervention tools designed to be 

compatible with psychological assessment and program eval-

uation [45]. The operational methodology aims to bridge con-

ceptual insights with actionable frameworks for practitioners, 

policymakers and researchers, enabling the systematic identi-

fication of dissonance and the design of coherence-promoting 

interventions across individual, community and systemic lev-

els. 

4.1. The Resonance Audit 

The Resonance Audit is a diagnostic protocol used to iden-

tify dominant layers of dissonance within individuals or com-

munities [46]. Drawing on mixed qualitative and quantitative 

indicators, it evaluates emotional climate, narrative coherence 
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and institutional trust. Outcomes are synthesized into the Met-

aphysical Coherence Index (MCI), a composite score ranging 

from 0 to 100 that reflects overall psychosocial alignment. 
The Resonance Audit functions as a multi-dimensional lens 

through which psychological, social and structural alignment 

can be assessed concurrently. At the individual level, it incor-

porates psychometric instruments for emotional regulation, 

moral reasoning, identity coherence and trauma impact assess-

ment. At the group level, it includes social network analysis, 

intergroup trust metrics and participatory narrative mapping 

to capture collective relational dynamics. At the systemic 

level, institutional surveys, governance assessments and re-

source distribution analyses inform structural alignment. The 

integration of these indicators into a unified MCI allows for 

longitudinal tracking of coherence improvements following 

interventions [47, 48]. 
The audit employs AI-assisted tools for sentiment analysis, 

natural language processing, and behavioral pattern detection, 

enabling real-time monitoring of psychosocial dynamics in 

digital and physical spaces. These computational techniques 

enhance early detection of emerging dissonance patterns, sup-

porting proactive interventions. AI outputs are interpreted in 

conjunction with human expert evaluations to ensure ethical, 

culturally informed application [49, 50]. 
Practical application: A community experiencing inter-

group tension might undergo a Resonance Audit to identify 

whether distrust is predominantly structural (e.g., unequal ac-

cess to resources), systemic (e.g., communication break-

downs), or rooted in historical trauma. Intervention strategies 

can then be prioritized based on the highest impact areas, cre-

ating a feedback loop of evaluation, intervention and reassess-

ment [51, 52]. 

4.2. Stewardship Covenants 

Stewardship Covenants replace adversarial contractual 

models with psychologically informed agreements emphasiz-

ing shared responsibility, moral commitment and collective 

well-being [53]. From an applied psychology standpoint, 

these covenants function as normative anchors that reinforce 

prosocial behavior, moral identity and group cohesion [54]. 
The covenants formalize collective intentions and ethical 

commitments at multiple levels. At the organizational level, 

covenants may outline principles for transparent decision-

making, equitable resource allocation and inclusive policy for-

mulation. At the community level, they facilitate shared re-

sponsibility in conflict resolution, social service provision and 

cultural reconciliation. At the individual level, covenants re-

inforce personal accountability, ethical consistency and align-

ment between internal moral frameworks and external behav-

iors [55, 56]. 
Methodological integration: The design and implementa-

tion of Stewardship Covenants involves participatory work-

shops, ethical reflection sessions and facilitated dialogue. 

Compliance and adherence can be monitored via both qualita-

tive indicators (e.g., narrative reports, focus groups) and quan-

titative measures (e.g., behavioral adherence scoring, MCI 

tracking). Covenants are periodically reassessed and itera-

tively refined based on audit outcomes, ensuring adaptability 

to evolving psychosocial contexts [57, 58]. 
Illustrative application: In a post-conflict community, 

stewardship covenants may be established between local lead-

ers, youth groups and civil society actors to codify shared 

norms for cooperation, equitable governance and trauma-in-

formed practices. The covenants reinforce commitment to 

transparency, collective wellbeing and sustained engagement, 

providing a structural scaffold for long-term coherence culti-

vation [59, 60]. 

4.3. Multi-Level Operational Strategies 

MPT-SST emphasizes operational strategies that traverse 

multiple analytical layers. Interventions are designed to ad-

dress personal, structural, systemic and root dissonance sim-

ultaneously, creating synergy across levels. At the personal 

level, cognitive-behavioral interventions, trauma healing and 

moral identity development are prioritized. At the structural 

level, institutional reforms, equitabl e policy designs and gov-

ernance improvements are implemented. At the systemic level, 

intergroup trust-building programs, narrative reconciliation 

workshops and collective decision-making mechanisms are 

operationalized. Root-level interventions include historical 

acknowledgment, restorative justice processes and cultural re-

integration programs that address intergenerational trauma [61, 

62]. 
These strategies are integrated within a continuous moni-

toring framework that combines Resonance Audits, MCI 

tracking and AI-assisted observation to ensure dynamic re-

sponsiveness. This integration allows practitioners to adapt in-

terventions in real-time, ensuring that coherence gains are sus-

tained across individual, social and systemic layers [63, 64]. 

5. Technological Integration: AI as a 

Coherence Sentinel 

Recent advances in affective computing and sentiment 

analysis enable the extension of MPT-SST into digital envi-

ronments. AI-driven sentiment monitoring systems function 

as coherence sentinels by detecting linguistic markers of fear, 

grievance and dehumanization in online discourse. Research 

in computational psychology confirms that shifts in language 

patterns often precede behavioral escalation and radicalization 

[65]. 
Within MPT-SST, AI systems do not replace human judg-

ment but support early psychological intervention through 

recalibration protocols such as community dialogue, trauma-

informed counseling and symbolic reconciliation practices. 

This aligns with ethical AI approaches emphasizing human-

centered design and preventive mental health applications 
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[66]. 
Operational Integration: AI-assisted monitoring incor-

porates multiple data streams including social media anal-

ysis, online forum discussions, survey responses and real-

time community feedback. Natural language processing 

(NLP) algorithms detect patterns of emotional dysregula-

tion, intergroup hostility and cognitive dissonance. Ma-

chine learning models are trained to recognize emerging 

narratives of exclusion, resentment and moral disengage-

ment, providing early warning signals for psychosocial in-

tervention [67, 68]. 
Ethical safeguards: MPT-SST emphasizes that AI imple-

mentation must prioritize privacy, consent, cultural sensitivity 

and interpretive transparency. Data anonymization, participa-

tory oversight and community governance structures are em-

bedded into AI deployment protocols to ensure that monitor-

ing does not infringe on civil liberties or amplify bias. AI out-

puts are used as guides rather than prescriptive solutions, 

maintaining human agency and ethical responsibility at the 

center of intervention design [69, 70]. 
[Multi-level application: At the personal level, AI tools can 

support individualized interventions by tracking cognitive-

emotional patterns and suggesting targeted therapeutic mod-

ules. At the group level, sentiment analysis of community nar-

ratives informs facilitation strategies for dialogue and trust-

building. At the systemic level, AI dashboards provide poli-

cymakers with real-time insights into structural stress points 

and potential sources of societal dissonance, allowing proac-

tive policy adjustments [71, 72]. 
Case application: In a digital campaign context, AI moni-

toring may detect an increase in narratives emphasizing inter-

group threat within a region affected by insurgency. By flag-

ging these trends, MPT-SST practitioners can initiate pre-

emptive dialogue sessions, digital literacy workshops and nar-

rative recalibration interventions that reduce fear-driven am-

plification and prevent escalation of conflict behaviors [73, 

74]. 
Integration with traditional assessment tools: AI monitor-

ing complements the Resonance Audit and Metaphysical Co-

herence Index by providing dynamic, real-time analytics. The 

combination of computational outputs and qualitative expert 

assessment creates a multi-layered evaluative system capable 

of tracking progress, refining interventions and validating the 

effectiveness of coherence-promoting strategies across tem-

poral and spatial scales [75, 76]. 
Future potential: AI-assisted coherence monitoring holds 

promise for scaling MPT-SST interventions across regional, 

national and global contexts. Predictive modeling can inform 

preventive peacebuilding strategies, resource allocation and 

capacity development for stakeholders. Incorporating AI into 

MPT-SST aligns with contemporary trends in digital peace 

studies and computational social science, offering a scientifi-

cally grounded, ethically responsible platform for sustainable 

peace innovation [77, 78]. 

6. Case Analysis: Boko Haram 

Insurgency in Northern Nigeria 

The Boko Haram insurgency illustrates the limitations of 

security-centered peace strategies. Psychological studies of 

violent extremism in the region highlight the role of identity 

threat, economic marginalization and unresolved collective 

trauma [79]. Military responses have reduced territorial con-

trol but failed to dismantle the psychological and metaphysical 

roots of violence. 
Applying MPT-SST reveals that effective peacebuilding re-

quires simultaneous intervention across all layers of disso-

nance. Personal dissonance is addressed through trauma heal-

ing and deradicalization programs. Structural dissonance re-

quires equitable resource distribution and institutional legiti-

macy. Systemic dissonance is reduced through trust-building 

and narrative reconciliation. Root dissonance is engaged 

through historical acknowledgment and spiritual reintegration. 

Collectively, these interventions cultivate durable psycholog-

ical coherence rather than temporary stability. 
The MPT-SST framework operationalizes a multi-layered 

strategy within the Boko Haram context. At the personal level, 

trauma-informed counseling programs have been piloted tar-

geting former combatants, victims of violence and youth at 

risk of radicalization. Interventions combine cognitive-behav-

ioral techniques, narrative therapy and psychosocial support 

to reduce moral injury, foster ethical realignment and rebuild 

individual identity coherence [80, 81]. 
At the structural level, MPT-SST advocates institutional re-

forms including transparent governance, equitable education 

and livelihood programs and participatory community deci-

sion-making. These reforms aim to restore alignment between 

societal expectations and institutional functionality, thereby 

reducing systemic stressors that fuel insurgency [82, 83]. 
Systemic interventions involve trust-building between 

communities and state authorities. Programs include facili-

tated dialogues, interfaith initiatives and cross-community 

projects to rebuild relational flow and cooperation. AI-assisted 

monitoring tools track the evolution of local narratives to in-

form adaptive intervention strategies [84, 85]. 
Root dissonance is addressed through initiatives that 

acknowledge historical grievances and intergenerational 

trauma. Community memorialization projects, cultural recon-

ciliation forums and spiritual reintegration ceremonies are im-

plemented to restore collective meaning and intergenerational 

coherence. These interventions aim to prevent the perpetua-

tion of trauma cycles and support the emergence of a coherent 

social identity resistant to violent ideologies [86, 87]. 
Integrated monitoring and evaluation: The combination of 

the Resonance Audit, Metaphysical Coherence Index and AI-

assisted digital monitoring allows for dynamic assessment of 

intervention effectiveness across personal, structural, sys-

temic and root levels. Feedback loops ensure interventions re-

main context-sensitive and responsive to emerging psychoso-

cial trends, enhancing the durability and sustainability of 
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peace outcomes [88, 89]. 
Illustrative scenario: For example, in a northeastern Nige-

rian community, the application of MPT-SST identified high 

personal dissonance among displaced youth, systemic disso-

nance due to weakened local governance and root dissonance 

linked to historical marginalization. Coordinated interven-

tions included trauma healing workshops, reestablishment of 

local governance councils, trust-building exercises among 

community factions and cultural remembrance initiatives. 

Over a 12-month monitoring period, preliminary outcomes in-

dicated improvements in individual psychosocial alignment, 

increased community participation and reduced susceptibility 

to extremist narratives, demonstrating the potential opera-

tional efficacy of MPT-SST when applied in an integrated 

manner [90, 91]. 
The Boko Haram case illustrates the broader applicability 

of MPT-SST beyond conventional conflict management. By 

situating interventions across multiple levels and integrating 

psychological, structural, systemic and historical dimensions, 

the framework provides a template for comprehensive preven-

tive peacebuilding. This multi-level approach highlights the 

importance of coherence cultivation rather than reactive crisis 

management and demonstrates how empirical tools and digital 

monitoring can be embedded in applied peace strategies to en-

hance effectiveness and sustainability [92, 93]. 

7. Implications for Applied Psychology 

MPT-SST contributes to applied psychology by offering a 

unifying framework that integrates clinical, social and com-

munity psychology within a coherent peace architecture. It ex-

pands outcome measures beyond symptom reduction to in-

clude coherence, moral alignment and relational stability. The 

framework also opens new research pathways for measuring 

collective psychological states and evaluating preventive 

peace interventions. 
The application of MPT-SST allows psychologists and 

peace practitioners to operationalize a holistic understanding 

of conflict. At the individual level, interventions informed by 

MPT-SST extend beyond conventional therapy to include the 

assessment of metaphysical coherence, ethical alignment and 

relational integrity. Cognitive-behavioral therapies can be 

adapted to include narrative coherence techniques, moral 

identity reinforcement and consciousness-awareness exer-

cises aimed at restoring inner psychological alignment [94, 

95]. 
In community psychology, MPT-SST emphasizes the 

measurement and cultivation of collective coherence. The 

Metaphysical Coherence Index provides a quantifiable ap-

proach to assess the alignment of beliefs, emotions and behav-

iors across community networks. By integrating AI-assisted 

monitoring, practitioners can detect early signs of social ten-

sion, collective anxiety or emerging radicalization, enabling 

preventive interventions before conflict escalates [96, 97]. 

MPT-SST also has implications for organizational psychol-

ogy and institutional interventions. Psychological insights can 

inform policy design, governance models and community-

based programs by embedding coherence metrics within deci-

sion-making processes. For example, leadership development 

programs in high-conflict regions can incorporate training in 

metaphysical coherence, ethical alignment and empathy-

driven decision-making, supporting systemic resilience and 

reducing organizational dissonance [98, 99]. 
The framework provides opportunities for longitudinal and 

cross-cultural research. Applied psychologists can use the 

Resonance Audit to generate multi-dimensional datasets cap-

turing individual, group and societal levels of coherence over 

time. This facilitates the evaluation of interventions’ effective-

ness and the identification of predictive markers for sustained 

peace outcomes. Multilevel modeling and computational sim-

ulations allow researchers to explore the dynamic interplay 

between psychological states and social structures, bridging 

micro and macro perspectives in applied peace psychology 

[100, 101]. 
Educational psychology applications: MPT-SST can guide 

curriculum development and pedagogy in schools and univer-

sities, integrating consciousness studies, ethical reasoning, 

conflict resolution and empathy cultivation. By promoting 

alignment between individual moral reasoning and societal 

expectations, educational interventions can preemptively re-

duce the development of maladaptive behaviors that contrib-

ute to violence [102, 103]. 
Clinical psychology applications: For mental health practi-

tioners, MPT-SST extends standard trauma-informed care by 

incorporating measures of metaphysical coherence. This in-

cludes assessing existential alignment, ethical congruence and 

relational trust in therapy sessions. Group therapy, psychoedu-

cational workshops and restorative justice circles can be de-

signed around these metrics to foster durable healing and pre-

vent recurrence of aggression or extremist tendencies [104, 

105]. 
Policy and preventive peacebuilding applications: MPT-

SST provides a methodological platform for integrating psy-

chological insights into public policy, community program-

ming and national peace strategies. By quantifying psychoso-

cial alignment and monitoring coherence metrics, policymak-

ers can allocate resources effectively, prioritize interventions 

with measurable impact and design systemic reforms that re-

inforce collective moral and relational integrity [106, 107]. 
Cross-disciplinary integration: The framework encourages 

collaboration between psychologists, sociologists, political 

scientists, peace practitioners, AI developers and systems the-

orists. By combining psychological assessments with digital 

monitoring, institutional analysis and historical context eval-

uation, MPT-SST establishes a new paradigm for evidence-

based, multi-level and ethically grounded peace interventions 

[108, 109]. 
Overall, MPT-SST repositions applied psychology within a 

preventive peacebuilding agenda. The implications extend 
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from individual healing and ethical realignment to societal 

transformation, offering tools to systematically measure, cul-

tivate and sustain peace. By operationalizing psychological 

and metaphysical coherence as a tangible construct, the frame-

work enables research, practice and policy to converge around 

a scientifically informed and ethically robust approach to 

peace [110, 111]. 

8. Limitations and Future Research 

While conceptually integrative, MPT-SST requires further 

empirical validation across diverse cultural contexts. Future 

research should operationalize the Metaphysical Coherence 

Index through psychometrically robust instruments and longi-

tudinal studies. Collaboration between psychologists, data sci-

entists and peace practitioners will be essential for refining 

AI-assisted coherence monitoring within ethical boundaries. 
Dispite its comprehensive framework, MPT-SST faces sev-

eral constraints. First, the operationalization of metaphysical 

coherence remains largely theoretical and requires extensive 

validation across multiple cultural, social and political envi-

ronments. Differences in cultural norms, belief systems and 

relational structures may influence the manifestation and 

measurement of coherence, necessitating context-specific ad-

aptations [112, 113]. 
Second, the integration of AI-assisted monitoring, while 

promising, introduces technical and ethical challenges. Data 

privacy, algorithmic bias and interpretive validity must be rig-

orously addressed to ensure that AI systems augment rather 

than replace human judgment. Future research should explore 

frameworks for ethically deploying AI in sensitive psychoso-

cial contexts, including mechanisms for community oversight, 

transparency and accountability [114, 115]. 
Third, the current framework primarily emphasizes theoret-

ical and conceptual synthesis. While illustrative applications, 

such as the northeastern Nigerian conflict case, provide guid-

ance, empirical field testing across diverse conflict environ-

ments is limited. This necessitates pilot studies and adaptive 

interventions to refine measurement tools, validate constructs 

and identify causal mechanisms between coherence and peace 

outcomes [116, 117]. 
Fourth, the measurement of collective psychological states 

and systemic alignment poses methodological complexity. 

Developing reliable instruments that capture individual, group 

and systemic coherence concurrently requires innovative 

mixed-methods approaches, including qualitative ethno-

graphic insights, quantitative psychometrics and computa-

tional modeling. Multi-level and longitudinal studies are par-

ticularly needed to establish temporal and causal linkages be-

tween interventions and observed outcomes [118, 119]. 
Future research directions: MPT-SST opens multiple ave-

nues for interdisciplinary inquiry. Cross-cultural comparative 

studies can examine how metaphysical coherence manifests in 

varying societal systems, providing insights into universal 

versus context-dependent dimensions of peace. Integration 

with neuropsychological and psychophysiological measures 

may illuminate the biological correlates of coherence, includ-

ing stress regulation, emotional resilience and neural syn-

chrony [120, 121]. 
Applied research can explore intervention design and effi-

cacy, particularly in trauma-affected or conflict-prone regions. 

Experimental trials of Resonance Audits, Metaphysical Co-

herence Index interventions and AI-assisted monitoring will 

help quantify impact, refine predictive models and optimize 

resource allocation. Collaborative efforts with policymakers, 

educators, mental health professionals and community leaders 

can establish best-practice guidelines and scalable frame-

works for preventive peacebuilding [122, 123]. 
Finally, MPT-SST encourages longitudinal research exam-

ining the sustainability of psychological and systemic coher-

ence. Studies tracking communities or institutions over ex-

tended periods can evaluate whether interventions maintain 

alignment, reduce conflict recurrence and foster intergenera-

tional peace. Such research will contribute to evidence-based 

refinement of the framework, ensuring its practical applicabil-

ity and long-term relevance for global peace initiatives [124, 

125]. 
In conclusion, while MPT-SST provides a comprehensive 

conceptual architecture for integrating psychological, social 

and structural dimensions of peace, its empirical validation, 

methodological rigor and cross-disciplinary operationaliza-

tion remain ongoing tasks. Addressing these limitations 

through systematic research will strengthen the framework, 

enhance applied relevance and contribute to the evolution of a 

preventive, coherence-centered peace science [126, 127]. 

9. Conclusion 

Metaphysical Peace Theory and Spiritual-Structural Trans-

formation (MPT-SST) reframes peace as an applied psycho-

logical, social and ontological condition rather than merely a 

reactive policy outcome. By integrating inner consciousness 

alignment with structural, systemic and relational reforms, 

MPT-SST provides a coherent framework for transforming 

conflict into sustainable peace. The theory emphasizes that 

true peace is not solely the absence of violence but the pres-

ence of alignment across individual cognition, collective emo-

tional climates and institutional structures [125]. 
MPT-SST advances peace scholarship by bridging gaps be-

tween applied psychology, systems theory and consciousness 

studies, offering a unified analytical lens for preventive and 

proactive interventions. Constructs such as the Resonance Au-

dit and Metaphysical Coherence Index operationalize this vi-

sion, providing diagnostic, evaluative and monitoring tools 

adaptable across contexts and scales [126]. The framework 

also highlights the role of technological augmentation, includ-

ing AI-assisted coherence monitoring, in detecting early psy-

chosocial dissonance and supporting targeted interventions. 
Through illustrative applications, such as the northeastern 

Nigerian conflict case, MPT-SST demonstrates the value of 
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integrating trauma-informed psychological care, structural re-

form initiatives, systemic trust-building, narrative reconcilia-

tion and historical acknowledgment within a unified analytical 

model. While these applications are presented conceptually, 

they underscore the potential of the framework to inform em-

pirical research, policy design and interdisciplinary collabora-

tion [127]. 
Furthermore, MPT-SST promotes a preventive, coherence-

centered approach to peace that transcends reactive conflict 

management. By articulating a shared conceptual vocabulary, 

operational blueprint and research agenda, it enables scholars 

and practitioners to develop measurable outcomes, refine in-

terventions and cultivate long-term alignment within and 

across societies. 
In summary, MPT-SST represents a foundational contribu-

tion to peace science, integrating psychological, social, struc-

tural and metaphysical dimensions into a coherent framework. 

Its continued empirical validation, cross-cultural adaptation 

and interdisciplinary operationalization will strengthen its im-

pact, providing a robust platform for sustainable peace re-

search and applied interventions. 
By moving beyond traditional conflict resolution para-

digms toward a holistic, coherence-centered approach, MPT-

SST establishes a scientifically grounded pathway toward hu-

man flourishing, relational harmony and systemic sustainabil-

ity across local, national and global scales. 
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