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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.


	Because it fills a substantial knowledge vacuum and provides fresh perspectives backed by sound methods, this work is extremely important to the scientific community. The results advance our knowledge of the topic, possibly directing future lines of inquiry and influencing real-world applications. This work contributes to the present level of knowledge and is therefore a useful tool for policymakers, practitioners, and researchers.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Innovations in Traditional Metal Casting: Replacing Wax with Styrofoam in Benin Bronze Techniques

	

	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 context, goal, technique, and main conclusions of the paper are all simply explained in your well-written and comprehensive abstract. It does a good job of placing the study in both cultural and technical contexts. A few improvements, though, might improve its impact, coherence, and clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	After thoroughly reviewing the document, I can state with confidence that it is mostly academically legitimate and scientifically sound, particularly when it comes to material culture, art history, and practice-based research in African art and technology. Nonetheless, there are several places where the work's scientific and academic rigor may be strengthened by explanation, technical elaboration, and scholarly precision.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Give references upto 40
	

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


	The article's English and vocabulary seem to be generally appropriate for academic communication. The vocabulary is in line with academic norms, and the writing is clear. However, certain sections might benefit from small adjustments to improve flow, consistency, and clarity.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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