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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.
	The article analyses one of Edgar Allan Poe’s most famous texts. It systematizes, although in a rather schematic way, the main approaches to its interpretation. The poem is interpreted according to the main lines of Freudian and Lacanian psychoanalysis. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is formulated correctly.
	

	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 content of the abstract is adequate. Nonetheless, I find its division in sections (Aims, Study Design, Methodology, etc) rather unusual. I believe it should be just a single flow of text. Eventually, it could be divided into two or three paragraphs, but there is no need to name the sections inside the abstract. Also, it should be rewritten for shortness and clarity. There is no need to repeat the same expressions (ex. “ qualitative, interpretive approach”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the content of the article is correct. It reflects the most accepted approaches and topics in the analysis of Poe’s text. My criticism and dissatisfaction with this article would rather stress. The author follows a standardised composition pattern used in scientific papers; I would defend that there is no need to exaggerate on this point while writing a paper in literary studies, an area in which greater freedom of expression is a norm, In literary studies, such refreshing aspects have a great importance. I suggest that the author should try to improve the text, striving to achieve such qualities as greater readability, freshness, attractiveness for the reader, sophistication or artistry at the level of ideas and expression.

Some statements taken from standard scientific papers are blatantly inadequate in the area of literary studies (ex. “The use of theoretical concepts will be consistent throughout the study, enhancing reliability and facilitating repeatability in the procedure” – such a concept as “repeatability” is meaningless in literary interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is less abundant than what is usual in similar publications. It could be partially explained by the fact that the article itself is relatively short. I suggest the author adds several pertinent references (and develops also a little bit the article). The scarcity of references is particularly visible given the fact that the author (E.A. Poe) and the problem studied (psychoanalysis) have enormous bibliographies. 

Most importantly, although Freud and Lacan stand as the main sources of inspiration in the article, there is no text of Lacan in the bibliography (only  An introductory dictionary of Lacanian psychoanalysis – this seems not sufficient as a methodological basis).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language is correct and suitable, although I would advocate greater richness and stylistic sophistication as it is accepted in the area of literary studies. 
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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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