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	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 manuscript presents a meaningful contribution by examining African textiles within the framework of regional cultural expression and heritage preservation. The discussion highlights how textiles, whether in the form of fabrics or as household items such as carpets and curtains, serve not only as carriers of intrinsic narrative functions but also as reflections of everyday life and customary practices in African cultures. By addressing both the deconstruction of the cultural meanings of African textiles and their reconstruction in contemporary contexts, the study offers valuable insights into the processes of cultural transmission and dissemination.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, Exploring the Roles of "Textile in Cultural Expression and Heritage Preservation", is appropriate. However, if an adjustment is deemed necessary, it could be revised to focus directly on the case study, for example, "Exploring the Roles of African Textiles in Cultural Expression and Heritage Preservation."
	

	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 clearly outlines the topic, framing textiles as both functional objects and cultural symbols, with African textiles as the primary case of analysis. However, certain expressions, such as the first sentence (“Textiles are a powerful representation of culture and identity”) and the fifth (“Textiles play an integral role in the fabric of different cultures around the world”), are semantically repetitive. The flow of ideas could be improved by streamlining the sequence and presenting the study’s aims and scope earlier. It is recommended to describe the background, objectives, methods, and conclusions more concisely to enhance clarity and coherence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	While this manuscript presents a compelling case study of African textiles as cultural expressions, its scientific rigor requires strengthening. The analysis currently lacks a clearly articulated methodological framework. The adoption of established theoretical lenses—such as material culture studies or semiotics—would provide a systematic approach to dissecting textiles as (1) material artifacts, (2) carriers of symbolic meaning, (3) social signifiers, and (4) evolving discursive entities. Such scaffolding is essential to transform descriptive observations into analytically layered arguments.

The paper’s structure further undermines its logical progression. For instance:

Introduction: The current division between "History of Textiles in Cultural Traditions" and "The Changing Roles of Textiles Over Time" is unnecessarily fragmented. Both sections address overlapping themes yet fail to foreground the study’s research gaps or objectives. A conventional introduction structure—contextualizing the research problem, identifying lacunae in existing scholarship, and articulating the study’s significance—would sharpen its focus. The present version leans toward general exposition rather than problem-driven inquiry.

Section Hierarchy: The subsections "Decorative Uses," "Colors," "Textiles as Symbols of Identity and Pride," "Embarrassing Cultural Heritage," and "Celebrating Customary Traditions" exhibit thematic redundancy and inconsistent granularity. These could be consolidated under a unified framework (e.g., "Textiles as Multidimensional Cultural Signifiers") with subsections logically delineated by function (e.g., ritual, identity, spatial adornment).

Repetitive Content: The discussion of Hmong textiles (e.g., bridal garments) and "Textiles as Markers of Milestones" reappears verbatim in the concluding sections. This duplication dilutes the argument’s cohesion and should be streamlined.
	

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


	References suggest adding relevant studies from the past three years. Currently, there are only five references from 2020 to date, which may not be enough to support the timeliness of the research.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from linguistic refinement to enhance its academic rigor. The current prose exhibits three key limitations: Monotony in Discourse Markers. The text over-relies on summary phrases (e.g., "in short", "overall") as transitional devices, which disrupts the analytical flow. Academic writing typically employs more sophisticated connectors to demonstrate. Redundancy in Summarization, Frequent recapitulations (e.g., "as mentioned earlier", "in summary") undermine the argument's forward momentum. Inconsistent Register, Some sections lapse into conversational tones (e.g., "Have you ever found yourself connecting to..."), which are incongruous with scholarly conventions.
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