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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 article is literary/critical analysis of Khajuye Kermani’s “Homay and Homayun” using Alan Palmer’s “fictional minds” framework. The article is relevant as far as critical analysis vis-a-vis Persian literature is concerned. The application of contemporary theoretical perspectives for the analysis of Ancient Persian literature helps in broadening our understanding of Persian literature opening new arenas of research for students. The article makes an effort to re-approach the text from a renewed/fresh perspective making it a significant contribution towards literary studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be better. It’s too plain and general. The title should reflect the theoretical nature of the article. I suggest “The Reader as Pilgrim: The Fictional World of Kermani’s Homay and Homayun”.
	

	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 author is advised to use more theoretical inputs and critical terminology to rather than being too prosaic and plain. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, however, the author needs to develop the arguments in the discussion section in a more critical manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are from a particular area (narratology) only, ignoring individual references regarding the poem itself. There are no references that could help understand the aesthetics of the poem/ its translation etc. 

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Apart from a couple of grammar mistakes and typos, the language is alright.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is relevant and well-written. However, it appears thin and lacks critical argumentation. Critical opinions regarding the poem are missing. The article needs to reviewed and made critically vibrant for which more sources need to be consulted.
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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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