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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 offers valuable insights into the interdisciplinary connection between Daoist texts and literary studies, an area that has received limited attention in current scholarship. By examining Daoist scriptures through a literary lens, the study expands the scope of literary analysis beyond traditional aesthetic concerns and highlights the cultural and rhetorical conventions of early medieval China. The author’s use of Lu Xiujing’s writings provides fresh evidence to reassess long-held assumptions about metaphor, synesthesia, and rhetorical innovation in Chinese literature. Overall, this manuscript contributes meaningfully to both Daoist and literary studies, enriching the understanding of how religious discourse intersects with literary expression.
	

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

	Yes, the title “A New Exploration of the Relationship between Daoist Texts and Literary Studies” is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the focus of the manuscript and indicates an innovative perspective. However, it could be made more specific and engaging by emphasizing the case study and the manuscript’s unique contribution.
	

	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 is clear, well-structured, and effectively summarizes the main objectives, methodology, and findings of the manuscript. It introduces the three established approaches to Daoism and literature and clearly states the author’s proposed “new perspective,” which gives readers a strong overview of the study’s novelty. However, it could be slightly improved for better balance and clarity by adding one or two sentences briefly highlighting how Lu Xiujing’s case study supports the new approach. This would make the abstract more outcome-oriented. The final sentence could emphasize the broader academic relevance of the study, such as its contribution to comparative literature or interdisciplinary methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically and academically sound. The arguments are well supported by primary Daoist texts and secondary scholarly sources, and the author demonstrates a strong command of both historical context and literary theory. Citations are properly used, and references include key scholars such as Haun Saussy, Stephen Bokenkamp, and Edward Schafer, which adds credibility. The interpretations of metaphors, synesthesia, and linguistic conventions are consistent with accepted methods in literary and cultural studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are extensive, relevant, and well-chosen, covering both classical Chinese sources and major modern scholarship on Daoism and literature. The author includes key figures such as Bokenkamp, Kroll, Schafer, and Saussy, demonstrating familiarity with the field. However, while the references are strong in historical and philological scholarship, the inclusion of a few more recent interdisciplinary or comparative studies could further strengthen the manuscript’s contemporary relevance, such as those by Mark Edward Lewis and Pauline Yu.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The author writes in a clear, formal, and academic tone appropriate for an international audience. The vocabulary is precise, and complex ideas are expressed with clarity and coherence. However, some sentences are quite long and dense, which may slightly affect readability. A few technical or repetitive expressions (e.g., “this approach,” “in this context”) should be replaced with more varied phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript presents a thoughtful and original contribution to the study of Daoist texts and their literary dimensions. The author successfully bridges religious and literary analysis, offering a fresh approach that highlights how Daoist scriptures can inform our understanding of rhetorical and cultural conventions in early medieval China. The discussion of Lu Xiujing is particularly insightful and demonstrates careful textual and historical scholarship. However, the manuscript could benefit from slight tightening in structure and language to enhance readability. A stronger concluding paragraph emphasizing the broader implications of this new approach for literary theory and cross-cultural studies would also add value. Overall, this is a well-researched, intellectually engaging, and publishable work that adds meaningful depth to both Daoist and literary studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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