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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is valuable to the academic community for its interdisciplinary approach to a lesser-explored regional text. By examining Titash Ekti Nadir Naam through literary, feminist, and sociological lenses, it highlights themes of marginality, gender, and identity and the study deepens understanding of subaltern experiences and contributes to broader discussions in postcolonial and feminist literature.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "A Polyphonic Reading of ‘Titash Ekti Nadir Naam’: Women, River, and Solitude — A Literary, Feminist, Sociological, and Philosophical Analysis" is suitable and reflects the depth and interdisciplinarity of the article.
1. But I suggest an alternative if you want to emphasize themes over methodology 
"Women, River, and Solitude in ‘Titash Ekti Nadir Naam’: A Polyphonic and Interdisciplinary 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.


	Your abstract is rich, evocative, and academically grounded, offering a strong thematic overview of Titash Ekti Nadir Naam through multiple interpretive lenses. It effectively captures the symbolic interplay between river, woman, and solitude, and hints at broader feminist, sociological, and philosophical insights. However, for greater clarity and balance, a few suggestions could enhance its comprehensiveness and precision:
1. Include mention of the cultural/ethnographic community (e.g., the Malo fishing community)

2. Clarify what "polyphonic" means in your approach

3. Slightly reduce the repetition in tone 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient to evident the study.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of your abstract is largely suitable for scholarly communication, especially within the humanities and social sciences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-crafted, demonstrating strong scholarly language and thematic depth. It effectively integrates literary, feminist, and sociological perspectives with eloquent expression. Minor refinements in clarity and metaphor usage could further enhance its academic precision and accessibility. Overall, it is highly suitable for scholarly communication.
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