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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.

	The six essays collected in this volume each examine key works from different stages of these 
artists’ practices. Employing methodologies that span visual rhetoric analysis, semiotic critique, cross-cultural comparison, gender and queer theory, posthuman ecological philosophy, and beyond, the book seeks to transcend the limitations of traditional art history or single-perspective criticism, and to construct a discourse of art theory that is both politically charged and emotionally resonant.
The six essays collected in this volume each examine key works from different stages of these 
artists’ practices. Employing methodologies that span visual rhetoric analysis, semiotic critique, cross-cultural comparison, gender and queer theory, posthuman ecological philosophy, and beyond, the book seeks to transcend the limitations of traditional art history or single-perspective criticism, and to construct a discourse of art theory that is both politically charged and emotionally resonant.

	

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

	Title of the article is 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.

	The abstract of the article is sufficiently comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The writer researcher of the manuscript has utilized relevant and proper references castigating sufficiency in his manuscript.
	

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

	The English quality of the article is suitable for the scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	

	





	PART  2: 


	
	
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? 

	I do not think there is any ethical issues in the manuscript.
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