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	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 makes a valuable contribution to the understanding of Baroque vocal music by offering an analytical reassessment of Giovanni Bononcini’s oeuvre beyond the dominant Handel-centric narrative. By integrating biographical context with close, genre-specific analysis of his music, this manuscript focuses on the stylistic diversity, instrumental imagination and his strategies that shaped early eighteenth century vocal practice across opera, cantata and oratorio. It also opens productive avenues for future research by foregrounding underexplored sources and performance practices. Therefore, the article is of clear relevance to musicologists, historians of opera and researchers interested in transnational cultural exchange in the Baroque period. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriate, indicating the scope and comprehensive nature of the of the article and will be readily intelligible to a broad readership. However, its largely descriptive and neutral phrasing underplays the article’s key critical intervention as it does not sufficiently foreground the fresh assessment of Bononcini’s position within Baroque historiography or its implicit challenge to a long-standing Handel-centric narrative. An alternative title which may be considered is – “Reassessing Giovanni Bononcini’s Vocal Art and Historical Position in the High Baroque Beyond Handel”.
	

	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 clear, well organised and detailed. It also gives a sense of the article’s purpose and significance. It clearly explains the focus of the paper and highlights the reassessment of Bononcini’s vocal style and historical importance. Only few small changes may be considered by stating the main critical contribution a little earlier and by shortening some biographical details to improve clarity. The abstract, thus, does not require any major revision. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically reliable. Its arguments are well supported by relevant primary sources as well as reliable secondary materials. The historical, analytical and stylistic claims are presented clearly and consistently. The musical interpretations are also coherent with current musicological understanding of Baroque vocal practices and no factual or conceptual inaccuracies are evident. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant and appropriate for the scope of the paper and they demonstrate a solid engagement with both foundational and more recent references on Baroque vocal music and Giovanni Bononcini. The bibliography includes key musicological references and critical editions which adequately support the manuscript’s arguments. While the balance between classic and recent sources is generally sound, the author may consider adding a small number of very recent research on Baroque opera, performance practice or digital manuscript projects to further strengthen the historiographical currency of the paper. No major omissions are evident though. 
	

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


	Yes. The language and overall quality of English are appropriate for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal and consistent in tone, with terminology used accurately and effectively. The argument is articulated with precision and the prose meets the standards expected of an academic journal. Only very minor stylistic or copy-editing refinements, if any, would be needed. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are evident in the manuscript. This paper is based on established historical sources and scholarly literature, with appropriate citation and acknowledgement throughout. There are no concerns related to research ethics, authorship, data handling or conflicts of interest. 
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