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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.


	The manuscript is a good case study of Brown and Levinson’s Politeness theory in a literary text; however there are certain flaws in the research:

1. Speech Act theory is also widely applied in the study but is not acknowledged in abstract. 
2. Research methodology (including data collection and analysis techniques) has not been explicitly mentioned.

3. The discussion is very concise and do not include research-based references. 

4. The literature review is overly concise and do not form a supportive background for the rationale of this research. 

5. The significance/implications of the study are not indicated nor are even future directions given.
6. Both the theories are overly explained but not applied on the data in such detail.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title seems suitable as it defines the focus of study quite clearly. However, it would be more appropriate if written as, “Language and Class: Exploration of Impoliteness in Orwell’s 'Down and Out in Paris and London'”. The suggested title seems more engaging and aligns with the characteristics of a good research title.
	

	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 contextualize the focus of study well but it lacks clarity about the outcomes of study and could benefit from improved sentence flow. Additionally, highlight the key findings and implications more prominently. Also mention the contributions of the study in the last line of abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Despite valuable contribution, the manuscript does not follow the requirements of a scientific study well. The analysis seems not thematic than linguistic. The study requires more clarity and coherence. Due to lack of relevant references and research-based citations to validate the arguments, the study is not well-aligned to existing literature and lacks reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references include some relevant studies, increasing the proportion of studies from the past five years could enhance the study’s contemporary relevance, as only 4 out of 20 references appear to be recent. Author(s) may add more case studies related to impoliteness or the studies addressing the reasons and consequences of impoliteness in various contexts.

It will be encouraged if a DOI number for the full-text article (if available) or other database's unique identifier (like PUBMED ID) will be added.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates strong academic writing and the language is scholarly appropriate, however a well-organized and logical flow is required. Clarity is maintained through simple sentences but some sentences are repetitive causing redundancy of ideas.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article would benefit from a more robust concluding paragraph that directly states the broader implications of this study for future research. The manuscript should be revised according to given suggestions for improved quality to make a significant scholarly contribution.
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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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