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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. This write up seems significant and also reflects issues faced by African black women.

2. Thetitle of this paper is eye-catching one. However, the term ‘Chiasmic Gaze’ of the poem
needs to be more clarified.

3. Abstract is very well written. It sums up the overall theme of the paper. However, it is
suggested to keep key words up to five words.

4. There may be added some more captions like research methodology, theoretical
framework, and original script of the poem
(https://www.poetryfoundation.org/poems/90734/backwards).

5. Asfor as analysis part is concerned that has to be analysed stanza by stanza.

6. There are 10 references in total that seems acceptable. Most of references are latest
expect these two, [3] & [7], which maybe replaced with last five to ten years.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language is plain but some of the words are not frequent words so readers may have to take
help some other sources.

Optional/General comments

Over all, | appreciate the efforts of the author(s). However, | suggest there may be some more main
and sub headings so that the study investigate research gap. Further, there is a heading of study
aim which may be replaced with aim of the study. Moreover, it may be much better when the
original poem is analysed in terms of chiasmic gaze perspective.
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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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