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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 article stands out by diverging from conventional Romantic interpretations that focus on Shelley’s themes of unity and harmony. Instead, it successfully applies rhetorical criticism to deconstruct the poem as a persuasive and nearly coercive discourse. Furthermore, the integration of concepts such as constitutive rhetoric with literary analysis and the psychology of interpersonal relationships is robust and well-founded.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the article’s purpose. 
	

	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 comprehensive and is suitable for the Journal’s guidelines
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript has scientific writing. Regarding the methodology, the analysis of strategies such as analogy, repetition, and apostrophe is meticulous, effectively connecting these devices to the effect of “moral pressure” exerted on both the reader and the beloved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not all recent. Nevertheless, the quoted references are indispensable for discussing the article’s topic. Therefore, I consider the references sufficient. 
	

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


	The author declares that “ChatGPT 5.2 was utilized to enhance the manuscript's organizational coherence and grammatical accuracy for improved clarity”. From my perspective, it is not a problem, since there is no sign of IA in the content or arguments, and the language is clear and very comprehensible. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an innovative contribution to the fields of rhetoric and literature. The thesis that lyric poetry can function as an ethical argument, transforming non-reciprocity into a "moral failure, is original and well-supported. To further improve the quality of the final publication, the following refinement is suggested: Refinement of Prose and Redundancies: The author should review the manuscript to address certain repetitive structures, particularly within the results and discussion sections. Streamlining these passages will ensure a clearer authorial voice and a smoother transition from the theoretical rhetorical analysis to its application to the specific cultural contexts mentioned.
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