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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 study of agentive and non – agentive female characters in African  as a perspective to examining agency is a fresh addition to gender studies in African drama. The work explores these characters based on their responses to the patriarchal situations in which the world of play throws up.

Ascertaining women’s  agency has become an important tool to measure it’s contributions to gender equality, economic development and social progress. Furthermore it determines the overall well-being by leveraging women’s ability to take charge of their lives, actively participate  in the public sphere, and find their voice in policy-making. Women’s agency is seen as critical to achieving a more equitable society. The paper therefore addresses a critical aspect of women’s empowerment strategy in gender studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be rephrased for more clarity to read: Agency and Representation of Female Characters in Selected African Literary Texts; A study of (mention the three texts under study)
	

	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 well written. I suggest the methodology could be more explicit by stating the reasons for choice of texts as well as feminist framework used. The findings could also benefit from an overall conclusion drawn from the issues raised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references contain a few recent citations. There are incomplete citations
	

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


	The quality of the English language is good. There are situations where the language is dense and may need reworking to help clarity and reduce redundancy 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is well written and contains a detailed analysis of the female characters and their The language in some instances is verbose and .needs to be simplified to convey the meaning. The comparison makes for a good addition to literature on women’s agency and women’s clamour for equality.

The use of demeaning language to refer to non agentive women needs to be checked . Some sections need to be clearly cited especially in the findings section and other sections where broad statements are made about women’s agency 


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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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