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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.


	This manuscript highlights how folklore preserves cultural values, offering fresh insights into ethical and philosophical themes. Its interdisciplinary lens enriches both literary and axiological studies, making it a valuable contribution to humanities research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title suggestion: “Axiological Dimensions in Crimean Folklore: A Study of N.A. Marx’s Legends of Crimea”


	

	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 touches on important themes but could be clearer and more engaging. I suggest briefly defining “axiological potential,” naming the method used to analyze the texts, and adding one key insight from the findings. This will help readers quickly grasp the study’s value and relevance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is built on a meaningful idea—exploring how folklore carries cultural and ethical values. While the concept is sound, the study would benefit from clearer definitions and a more structured way of analysing the texts. With a stronger theoretical base and consistent method, it could make a deeper scholarly impact.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be more current. Adding recent works on value theory and folklore—especially from the last 5–7 years—would strengthen the manuscript’s scholarly depth. A few newer sources would help connect the study to today’s academic conversations.

	

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


	The manuscript is generally clear, but some minor grammatical issues and awkward phrasing affect its scholarly tone. For example, phrases like “The legends are telling us…” could be refined to “The legends reveal…” for clarity. Verb tense inconsistencies (e.g., “analyzes… found”) and wordy constructions (e.g., “very much evident”) should be revised for fluency. A careful language edit would enhance readability and academic impact.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a culturally meaningful exploration of folklore as a source of ethical and philosophical values. Its focus on Legends of Crimea offers a valuable regional lens, though the study would benefit from clearer theoretical grounding and a more structured method of analysis. With refinement in language, updated references, and deeper engagement with axiological theory, the work has strong potential to contribute to interdisciplinary scholarship in literature, culture, and philosophy.
However, to ensure full ethical transparency, the author might consider:

· Clarifying source attribution for Legends of Crimea, especially if translations or adaptations are used

· Avoiding cultural generalizations by framing interpretations as context-specific rather than universally representative

· Including a brief ethics statement affirming respect for cultural heritage and scholarly integrity
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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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