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	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 offers a timely and significant contribution to understanding how language, especially English, is commodified within neoliberal frameworks in Indian higher education. By using Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), it reveals the ideological tensions between policy rhetoric on multilingualism and the actual practices that favour English for global competitiveness and branding. Including both public and private institutional discourses, along with reflections from classroom practices, broadens its empirical scope. The paper is particularly useful for researchers in applied linguistics, education policy, and postcolonial studies, providing insights that align with broader debates in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflective of the manuscript’s core focus. It clearly signals the three central themes: neoliberalism, English, and market forces in higher education. 
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It provides a clear overview of the study’s aims, methods, and key findings. However, it could be improved by explicitly stating that the study employs CDA as its methodology and that both public and private university materials were analysed. Mentioning translanguaging and resistance earlier would also help foreground the counter-discourses that are central to the paper’s argument.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. It engages with pertinent theoretical frameworks (CDA, linguistic commodification, neoliberalism) and presents a well-supported analysis using primary and secondary sources, including policy texts and institutional materials. The arguments are coherent, critically informed, and thoroughly cited. The author’s own teaching reflections provide qualitative depth without compromising objectivity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are both sufficient and current. The manuscript engages extensively with key scholars in the field. It also includes recent national policy documents and updated institutional sources (e.g., NEP 2020, NAAC 2023). A potential addition could be: Pennycook, A. (2021). Critical Applied Linguistics: A Critical Introduction. Routledge. This could deepen the engagement with neoliberalism and postcolonial language politics.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is strong. The writing is clear, scholarly, and engaging. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates an excellent balance of theory, policy critique, and classroom practice. Its discussion of translanguaging and resistance is a strength, and the tables are well-designed and illustrative. One minor recommendation is to condense the introduction slightly to sharpen the research questions earlier. The conclusion effectively synthesizes key arguments and offers a powerful call for more inclusive language policies in the Global South.
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