Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Journal of Social Studies and Economics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SAJSSE_135531

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Environmentalism of the Poor in the Face of Hydropower Expansion in South Asia

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 makes a good contribution to the growing scholarship on environmental justice and resistance movements in South Asia. The comparative case study approach increases the relevance of the study, particularly as it foregrounds grassroots and indigenous voices that are often excluded from political discourse. The implications of the study extend to sustainable development, energy policy and participatory policy making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No change is necessary.
	

	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 summary summarises the purpose of the study, the theoretical orientation, the methodology and the implications well. However, it could benefit from a minor revision in terms of clarity and grammar. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the methodology section needs further clarification, particularly in relation to sample size, IRB/ethics committee approval and source citation for quantitative data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the authors might consider including more post-2020 literature on energy justice, indigenous activism or localised renewable energy transitions in South Asia
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to extensive linguistic revision in terms of grammar, syntax and clarity. Several sections contain unfortunate formulations, typographical errors and stylistic redundancies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion is thoughtful and policy-relevant, but could say more about the limitations of the study and future research directions. Strengthening the theoretical reflection in the discussion would improve the academic rigour of the study.
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