Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_141638

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The New Compass: Guiding English Studies through Emergent Humanities

	Type of the Article
	Original Research 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 significant contribution to the ongoing discourse on curriculum reform in the humanities, particularly within the Global South context. By critically examining the integration of emergent humanities (environmental, digital, medical, and energy humanities) into English Studies in India, it bridges a crucial gap between policy aspirations and ground-level pedagogical practices. The study offers empirical insights into institutional inertia, faculty agency, and student demand, providing a framework for interdisciplinary transformation that can inspire similar reforms in other postcolonial educational systems. Its emphasis on transdisciplinary relevance, ethical engagement, and future-ready curricula aligns with global debates on the role of humanities in addressing 21st-century crises, making it valuable for educators, policymakers, and researchers invested in sustainable knowledge production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "The New Compass: Guiding English Studies through Emergent Humanities," is well-suited for the manuscript
	

	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, effectively summarizing the study’s purpose, methodology, findings, and implications. However, a minor revision could enhance clarity and impact:
Briefly mention specific examples of how emergent humanities (e.g., eco-criticism, digital storytelling, medical narratives) could be integrated into curricula, reinforcing the practical relevance of the study.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript demonstrates strong scientific rigor through its well-designed qualitative methodology, robust theoretical framing, and alignment with global interdisciplinary trends. The findings are empirically grounded, policy-relevant, and contribute meaningfully to discussions on humanities education reform. Minor refinements could further strengthen clarity, but overall, the research is sound and valuable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and recent, with key works from Alaimo (2016), Braidotti (2013), and NEP 2020 providing a strong foundation. However, two minor additions could enhance the manuscript:
1. Environmental Humanities: Include Ghosh (2016) The Great Derangement to strengthen the climate-literature linkage.
2. Digital Humanities: Add Risam (2018) New Digital Worlds to address postcolonial digital pedagogy.

	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates excellent scholarly English, with clear, precise, and academically rigorous prose. The language is well-structured, appropriately formal, and effectively communicates complex ideas without unnecessary jargon. The writing maintains a strong academic tone while remaining accessible, making it fully suitable for publication in reputable journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This timely study makes valuable contributions to reshaping English Studies in India through emergent humanities. While faculty perspectives are well-covered, a short section on student demand (survey data or focus groups) could strengthen the argument for curricular reform.
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