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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific and scholarly community by advancing material culture and postcolonial art discourse through a focused, field-based examination of terracotta in contemporary Nigerian sculpture. It fills a critical gap in African art history by challenging entrenched binaries between
“traditional” and “contemporary” media, demonstrating how indigenous materials function as active agents of innovation, resistance, and knowledge production. By integrating empirical research, artist interviews, and theoretical frameworks, the study offers a robust model for re-evaluating marginalized materials within global art narratives. Its interdisciplinary relevance extends to art history, cultural studies, sustainability discourse, and decolonial theory, making it valuable for scholars seeking
to rethink modernity, material agency, and epistemic justice in non-Western contexts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title “The Resurgence of Terracotta in Contemporary Nigerian Sculpture” is suitable and well aligned with the manuscript’s scope, methodology, and theoretical framing.
	




	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.
	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive, well- structured, and clearly articulated. It successfully outlines the historical background of terracotta in Nigerian art, identifies the research gap created by colonial and modernist marginalization, states the methodological
approach, and clearly communicates the article’s central argument and theoretical grounding. As such, it effectively prepares the reader for the scope and
significance of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and academically sound. It demonstrates methodological rigor through a clearly articulated qualitative research design that integrates fieldwork, artist interviews, and exhibition analysis, all of which are appropriate and well justified for research in art history, material culture, and postcolonial studies. The theoretical framework is coherently constructed, drawing on established scholarship in postcolonial theory and material culture studies, and is applied consistently throughout the analysis.The arguments are logically developed and supported by credible, up-to-date scholarly sources, and the case studies are well contextualized, accurately described, and analytically grounded. Interpretations remain within the bounds of the evidence presented, avoiding overgeneralization, while the conclusions logically follow from the findings. Overall, the manuscript meets the standards of scientific correctness expected in humanities
and interdisciplinary research, with no evident methodological, conceptual, or ethical flaws
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and appropriately recent for the scope of the manuscript.
	




	in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and academically appropriate, with a consistent tone that aligns well with international peer- reviewed journals in art history, material culture, and postcolonial studies. Terminology is used accurately, arguments are articulated coherently, and transitions between sections are generally smooth and logical.

Only very minor editorial refinements may be beneficial, such as occasional tightening of long sentences, correcting minor grammatical inconsistencies, and ensuring uniform tense usage in a few descriptive passages. These are stylistic rather than substantive issues and do not detract from the clarity or academic credibility of the work. Overall, the manuscript meets the expected
linguistic standards for scholarly publication and does not require professional language editing prior to review.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript successfully challenges entrenched Eurocentric material hierarchies and offers a nuanced re- reading of terracotta as a dynamic, contemporary, and intellectually rigorous medium. Its interdisciplinary approach and engagement with sustainability, identity, and postcolonial critique enhance its relevance to a wide scholarly audience. With only minor editorial refinements
suggested, the article is well positioned for publication in a high-quality, peer-reviewed journal.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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