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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript provides a synthesis of architectural allegory within The Faerie Queene, bridging the gap between medieval romance traditions and Early Modern moral philosophy. With the mapping the "castle-building" tradition across all six books, the paper offers a cohesive framework for understanding how physical space dramatizes the internal struggle for virtue. The focus on the evolution from spiritual (and-or) moral landscapes in early books to political and legal domains in later books adds a layer to the analysis of Spenserian landscapes. It effectively shows how Spenser uses these "sandcastles" not merely as decor, but as essential instruments for "fashioning a gentleman".
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable as it captures the central metaphor of the paper. However, there is a typographical error: "MEDIVAL" should be corrected to "MEDIEVAL".

	

	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 fairly comprehensive and effectively summarizes the paper's thesis, the progression of the analysis through the six books, and the final conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scholarly and correct in its literary analysis. It accurately identifies and interprets major allegorical sites such as the House of Pride, the House of Temperance, and the Garden of Adonis. The author demonstrates a strong grasp of the text, correctly identifying the virtues associated with each book and the corresponding antagonists. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. 
The author may consider including a few more works focused on Material Culture to further ground the architectural discussion in contemporary historical contexts.

	

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

	The language is fairly suitable. But, the manuscript should be checked thoroughly for typographical and grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments

	N.A.
	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified. Since the work is a literary analysis, it does not involve human subjects, animal testing, or sensitive data collection.
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