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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.


	This manuscript offers a valuable contribution to literary scholarship by deepening our understanding of how imagery operates as a persuasive and emotional force in Andrew Marvell’s “To His Coy Mistress.” Its focus on sensory experience within a metaphysical and carpe diem framework bridges intellectual and affective approaches to poetry, which is often underexplored in traditional analyses of Marvell’s work
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is somewhat long and a bit general. Phrases like “In-Depth Exploration” and “Role and Impact” are somewhat unclear and could be made more concise and precise for a scholarly audience. I would suggest: “Seizing the Moment: Sensory Imagery and Carpe Diem in Marvell’s ‘To His Coy Mistress”
	

	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 does a good job of summarizing the main focus and findings of the paper. It clearly explains that the study explores how imagery in Marvell’s “To His Coy Mistress” enhances the poem’s emotional and persuasive power, which gives readers a solid sense of the paper’s direction. However, it feels a bit repetitive in places, especially with phrases like “role and impact of imagery.” It could also be improved by briefly mentioning the specific method used (for example, close textual analysis or rhetorical reading) and by including one or two examples of the types of imagery discussed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be academically sound. The arguments are grounded in established literary scholarship
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. A few newer or more specialized sources could strengthen the paper’s engagement with contemporary critical perspectives. For instance, recent articles from Marvell Studies or journals focusing on seventeenth-century poetics and affect theory could provide updated insights into imagery, embodiment, and temporality in Marvell’s work. Including a few of these more current discussions would make the bibliography feel even more comprehensive and up to date. Also, please adhere to the recent APA conventions; both in the intext citations and the reference page. 
	

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


	The prose is relatively clear, but there are a few areas where the phrasing could be smoother or more concise, as some sentences are overly long or slightly repetitive. Occasional grammatical slips and inconsistent punctuation (such as missing commas or double periods) should also be corrected. Overall, the paper is written in readable and professional English, but a careful round of proofreading and minor stylistic editing would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper demonstrates a thoughtful engagement with “To His Coy Mistress” and highlights the significance of imagery in Marvell’s poem. However, the manuscript relies heavily on summarizing secondary sources, often mentioning critics’ names without fully engaging with their arguments or critically situating the analysis within existing scholarship. Citations are inconsistent, and the paper would benefit from a more rigorous use of recent and relevant secondary literature. Additionally, some sections are repetitive or lack clarity, and the theoretical or methodological framework could be made more explicit. With careful revision (strengthening the critical engagement with sources, refining argumentation, and improving scholarly presentation) the paper could be reconsidered for publication.
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	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
	


Reviewer details:

Ibrahim Nureni, Louisiana State University, United States

