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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 explores African identity, cultural preservation, and indigenous knowledge, providing an insider’s perspective on Africanness in the context of globalization. It challenges colonial narratives and promotes cultural reclamation, drawing on oral traditions and lived experiences. By engaging with Negritude theory and current debates, it contributes to discussions on postcolonial identity, diaspora studies, and the African Renaissance, offering valuable insights for anthropologists, cultural historians, and African scholars.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The Title is somewhat fine. However, it should incorporate core themes of African culture, identity, and belonging. Alternative title may be:
(i) The Contours of African Identity: Culture, Diaspora, and Indigenous Knowledge
(ii) The Pulse of Africa: Identity and Indigenous Knowledge in a Changing World
	

	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 of "African Culture and Identity: Where Do I Stand?" offers a clear summary of the study's goals, main questions, methods, and findings. It highlights the personal and academic importance of examining African culture and identity, focusing on themes like native knowledge, cultural heritage, and colonialism's effects. Howevere, a scope for the improvement remains and it is not an exception, e.g. (i) Need for more concise phrasing to improve readability, (ii) It should explicitly mention the theoretical framework (e.g., Negritude) or the specific methods (e.g. oral interviews).

(i) The phrase "my love for Africa, my sacred obligation to speak the truth about African religion, music and cultures" appears twice in similar forms and could be condensed to avoid repetition. (ii) The sentence "enjoin many people to ask, what this ‘Africa’ is that means so much to me" is somewhat vague and less relevant to the abstract’s purpose of summarizing the study. It could be replaced with a more concrete finding or focus. (iii) The sentence "The reading of literary texts alongside and against theoretical, political, and ethnographic writings was not intended to lose focus on my ‘Africanness’" is complex and could be simplified to improve clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is scientifically sound in its interdisciplinary approach, effectively blending personal narrative with qualitative research methods like oral interviews and literary analysis, grounded in the Negritude theoretical framework. However, its scientific rigor could be strengthened by more explicit discussion of data analysis processes and potential biases, as the reliance on subjective experiences and a small, purposively selected sample (13 participants) may limit generalizability without clearer methodological justification.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Though these appears to be sufficient in a limited context. Oldest publication one is of 1982 and latest is of 2020. Africa is culturally and scientifically very rich. Looking at this richness of literature, given references are miniscule. Literature survey needs to be strengthened. 
	

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

	Though, English is not a native language of the authors. Still, quality of the language is far better than many manuscripts. It is acceptable, however, grammar need to be improved by a professional.. 


	

	Optional/General comments

	Suggested Next Steps:
· Add a short section addressing critiques of Négritude.
· Streamline repetitive passages.
· Include 1–2 concrete policy recommendations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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