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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 (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 significant as it links pragmatics with literary analysis, showing how language use in Orwell’s work reflects class and power dynamics. It contributes to understanding impoliteness and face-threatening acts in literature and offers insights valuable for sociolinguistics and discourse studies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, but it can be improved for clarity. Suggested alternative:
“Impoliteness and Class in Orwell’s Down and Out in Paris and London.”
	

	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 partially comprehensive but needs improvement.
Suggestions:

1. Add methodology (qualitative analysis using Brown & Levinson’s theory).

2. Summarize key findings clearly.

3. Remove repetitive phrases and unnecessary background details.

4. The abstract contains a grammatical error (e.g., ‘plot involve’ should be corrected to ‘plot involves’). It is also recommended to add methodology, summarize key findings, and remove repetitive background details for clarity


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, but it requires revisions to improve clarity, strengthen methodology, and ensure grammatical accuracy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but not fully sufficient and some are outdated. It is recommended to add more recent studies on impoliteness, face-threatening acts, and Brown & Levinson’s theory (e.g., works published after 2018 in journals of pragmatics or discourse analysis).


	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but it requires improvement for scholarly communication. Some sentences are too long, and there are minor grammatical errors (e.g., “plot involve” → “plot involves”). Careful proofreading and editing are recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an interesting and relevant topic, linking pragmatics with literary analysis. However, it needs structural improvements:

1. Add a clear methodology section.

2. Improve the abstract by including methods and key findings.

3. Reduce repetition in the introduction and literature review.

4. Use tables for data analysis to enhance clarity.

5. Ensure full compliance with APA 7 referencing.
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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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