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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 provides a valuable synthesis of Derek Walcott’s complex relationship with Caribbean history, moving beyond simple binary interpretations of colonial resistance. By focusing on the "Adamic potential" of the New World, the author highlights a critical transition in post-colonial theory, from viewing history as a "chain of wounds" to seeing it as a foundation for creative rebirth. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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.


	After reviewing the whole paper, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the specific theoretical framework or methodology (e.g., post-colonial humanism) used to "interrogate" Walcott’s dual heritage. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound within the discipline of literary criticism
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest including more recent scholarship from the last decade on Walcott's late-career impact or contemporary ecocritical readings of the Caribbean landscape to ensure the paper engages with the current "state of the art." One 2026 citation is present, which is excellent, but more current "Walcott-specific" scholarship would be beneficial
	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Headings such as "Focus and Background Issues" blend biographical context with theoretical framing without clear transitions, weakening the logical flow.

· The paper must have a clear introduction to deal with the topic. I mean, what are the procedures? 

· The claim of "library-based research and established critical scholarship" lacks specificity. The manuscript does not articulate: (1) Criteria for poem selection, (2) Analytical framework for close reading, (3) Approach to engaging with secondary sources.

· While postcolonial concepts are implied, the paper would benefit from explicit engagement with theorists (e.g., Bhabha on hybridity, Glissant on Caribbean poetics) to strengthen its analytical foundation.

· Statements such as "Walcott believes that the Caribbean man should forget his past" risk oversimplifying the poet's nuanced position. More careful qualification and textual support are needed.

· The majority of secondary sources predate 2000. Incorporating more recent Walcott scholarship would strengthen the paper's contemporary relevance.
	

	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 ethical issues are apparent in this literary analysis.
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