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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 holds significance for the scientific community as it redefines poetic voice not simply as an expressive or aesthetic element, but as an ontological and ethical stance that endures through silence and fragmentation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	While elegant, the title may feel a bit too theoretical, potentially limiting readership beyond philosophy-oriented journals. Consider including the names of Georg Trakl and Louis-Philippe Corbeil would make the title more discoverable.
	

	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 is very dense and reads more like a mini-essay than a concise summary. Shorten sentences for readability—break philosophical reflections into concise academic claims. Highlight findings in a distinct way. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript advances a rigorous, well-informed comparative argument and deploys suitable hermeneutic and phenomenological methods for a study in poetics. However, to meet the standards of scientific (scholarly) correctness for publication the paper requires clearer methodological specification (selection criteria, how close readings were carried out), sharper signposting of research questions/objectives, fuller acknowledgement of interpretive limits, and an updated bibliography that demonstrates engagement with recent critical literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A majority of the references cluster between the 1950s–2000s. Keep the classics (Blanchot, Nancy, Meschonnic) but complement them with fresh critical voices (post 2015). Look for more recent work on voice, rhythm, and ontology.
	

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


	The article oscillates between evocative prose and academic analysis. A clearer balance toward analytical precision will help meet journal expectations. Balance poetic phrasing with clear analytical statements, especially in methodology, findings, and conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The objectives are intellectually stimulating and well-articulated. However, they could be stated more explicitly at the end of the introduction. Consider reformulating them as concise bullet points or a clearly signposted paragraph.
2. Clarify how specific texts were selected (why these poems by Trakl and Corbeil, and not others?).
3. Explicitly mention how “close reading” was operationalized. Also, consider methodological limitation.   
4. The review is philosophically rich, but it sometimes blends seamlessly into the analysis, making it hard to distinguish what is background scholarship and what is the author’s original contribution.
5. The study acknowledges the interpretive nature of its analysis but does not explicitly state limitations.
6. Consider adding a comparative table or schema to visually highlight points of convergence/divergence between Trakl and Corbeil.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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