Reviewer’s Evaluation

What the Ewe Mind Thinks It Is: A Case of Some Everyday Expressions



	General comment
	This manuscript presents a qualitative analysis of the metaphorical expressions about the human mind in the Ewe language with the Conceptual Metaphor Theory and Cultural Linguistics. Eighteen metaphors of the mind were identified and discussed. It revealed that cognition is socially constructed and linguistically negotiated. The submission is original and fit within the journal’s scope expanding research on metaphors in Ewe. 
Generally, the paper is well-structured and insightful, but it would benefit from minor revisions for clarity, expanded methodology, and proofreading to address few issues identified. 

	Abstract
	The abstract is well presented but lacks all the components (Background/Introduction, Purpose/Objective, Methods, Results/Findings, and Conclusion/Implications). The methodology adopted and how data was sourced is missing. The researcher should update the abstract making sure all the 5 components are evident in it.  

	Introduction
	The introduction effectively establishes the background and the gap. Missing in this section is the problem the study seeks to solve. The Researcher would like to state that clearly to enhance the section. Also, the practice in the 7th Edition in APA when citing two or more works in the same parentheses is to arrange the names alphabetically. By this, (Amenorvi, 2024b; Ameka, 2001) in the paper must be transposed. 


	CMT
	One of the theories that govern the study (CMT) was well discussed citing how it was applied in some Ghanaian contexts. But, there are some some omissions and some mistakes that must be relooked at, e.g. In Masaai, on other hand….,,  and reptiles are deployed in Nzema proverbs to advice people…., .
Also, cited in the abstract are two theories, CMT and Cultural Linguistics. Nothing is said about in the manuscript itself. 

	Literature Review
	Literature is reviewed in a systematic manner and this helps highlight the gap the study intends to fill. However, there are some omission and typos. E.g. namely 

	Methodology
	The qualitative approach is appropriate, sourcing data from the combination of naturalistic and elicitation. The national for selecting older and younger respondent needs to be provided. Also, the number of language expects would help the reader know how the interpretive rigour. It would be necessary the researcher states how inter-rater reliability was ensured among the raters. 

	Results & Discussion
	The results are clearly presented under the various metaphors. However, there are some issues with typos, glossing inconsistencies, alignment. The researcher should refer to the comments on the manuscript to assist them work these issues. 
It is suggested that the structure for example, “That way, if a pupil’s mind dɔ alɔ̃ ‘is asleep’, that pupil is not able to do well in school.” should be revised to be like “That way, if a pupil’s mind is asleep ‘dɔ alɔ̃’, that pupil is not able to do well in school.”

	References
	The references are relevant and cover key works. However, some references were repeated in the reference list. E.g.  Afreh, E. S. (2015), Ameka, F.K. (2004). Also, some references in the text are not in the reference list e.g. Lakoff and Johnson (1980), Kövecses (2020). According to the reference list, Sharifian, F. (2017) appears to be two different materials, but they do not appear like that in the text. The researcher should take their time to address these issues. 

	Others
	Discussion on Cultural Linguistics is missing from the study. It’s necessary the researcher include a short note about it into the manuscript explaining its relevance to the study. 
Vital sections such as findings should be included in the manuscript. 


	Final Note
	This is a valuable contribution to studies on metaphors in Ewe, filling a gap in metaphor of mind in Ewe. With minor revision of the issues raised, the manuscript should be ready for publication. I recommend acceptance after addressing the suggested changes.





Recommandation

	Minor Corrections






Additional Comments
I have made comments in the manuscript and have used the review command to make some suggestions within the text. The researcher (s) should take time and review the suggestions before taking an action, accepting or rejecting. 






