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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is significant to the scientific community as it helps to further the interdisciplinary conversation between artificial intelligence and the humanities. By exploring the ways in which AI technology improves the analysis of modern poetry, this manuscript pushes the boundaries of existing scholarship in the digital humanities and illustrates the ways in which Natural Language Processing and machine learning can be applied in literary studies. This manuscript also presents a well-rounded view by pointing out both the benefits and the pitfalls of using AI in interpretive work. Finally, this manuscript promotes a hybrid approach in which technological advancement is used to supplement, not supplant, human critical inquiry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Clear and relevant
	

	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, on the whole, clear, relevant, and within the remit of the manuscript. It does all the following successfully:

· Points to the central theme (AI in modern poetry analysis)

· Enumerates the central advantages (NLP, sentiment analysis, structural information)

· Points to the concerns (overdependence, bias, human involvement)

· Stresses the need for human-AI collaboration
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is relevant and appropriate from a conceptual point of view but needs to be revised before it can be considered fully scientifically sound.

· The manuscript is very timely and interdisciplinary in its approach, linking AI and literary studies.

· The manuscript shows familiarity with important approaches in AI, such as NLP, sentiment analysis, and topic modeling.

· The manuscript addresses important ethical issues, such as bias and overdependence on technology.

· The reference list shows familiarity with digital humanities and computational literary studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current reference list reflects a strong engagement with the foundational and interdisciplinary literature in AI, NLP, and literary studies. It includes the most important works in digital humanities (Jockers, Rockwell & Sinclair, Moretti) and AI approaches (Blei et al., Mikolov et al.), which form a strong foundation.

· Recency: There are references that are prior to 2019. In light of the fast-paced evolution of AI in the last few years, it would be beneficial for the manuscript to include more recent and highly cited studies (2020-2025) that specifically address AI applications in the humanities and text analysis.

· Balance: There are some references that seem to be repeated in different guises, and some sources (particularly publication information) do not seem to represent well-known academic sources. It is recommended to check these references.

· Field-Specific Relevance: Although most references are relevant, it would be stronger with more recent studies that specifically integrate NLP, computational creativity, and interpretive theory in literary studies.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form, but it can be improved with thorough academic editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is relevant to the current state of affairs in the field of AI and literary studies. The work provides important insights into the advantages and ethical implications of using AI in poetic analysis. Nevertheless, the manuscript needs to be better positioned methodologically, have less repetition, have references checked, and undergo extensive language editing. With these adjustments, the manuscript has the potential to contribute significantly to the field of digital humanities.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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