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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

3. lIs 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)

Here are the points to remember:

1. The manuscript is important for the scientific and literary communities.

2. The title appropriately reflects the contents of the manuscript.

3. The abstract effectively summarizes the paper and provides insight into the manuscript.

4. The subsections and structure are appropriate. However, the introduction lacks the
objective or purpose of the paper. It is important to clearly state the paper's objective and
provide background information in the introduction. The rest of the content in the
introduction is satisfactory.

5. The manuscript lacks discussion on fundamental aspects of a research paper, such as
Coleridge's theory of imagination and Ai Qing’s poetic philosophy. It's essential to provide a
brief discussion of these theories and philosophy. Additionally, including a section on
research methods and clearly indicating the start of the analysis of Ai Qing’s poems would
enrich the manuscript.

7. The references provided are sufficient for the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, the command of English is very good and suitable for scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript offers a valuable resource for the scientific community. |, therefore, recommend its
publication with some minor corrections highlighted in point 5 above.
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