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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.

	First of all, I think that subaltern flows are important for communication studies and that studies from the global South are important for the decolonization of the academy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. 
	

	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.

	English should be revised. It should be "study" not "studi."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There seems to be no conceptual problem. However, the text is generally a bit short, both in terms of theoretical framework and examples. Furthermore, the in-text references don't include page numbers. I don't understand why.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Certain scholars of the political economy of communication have been included, but more current sources could also be used. Also, how did you arrange the bibliography? Surname or first name? This is unclear. The bibliography needs to be revised and standardized.
	

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

	Your English definitely needs to be proofread. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The text has structural potential. However, you've chosen a conceptual framework based on a very strong literature. The concepts of political economy of communication and critical political economy (which approach is not explicitly stated in the text) could be presented more strongly. Furthermore, the text should be reread, and the theoretical and practical sections should be reviewed. The English version should also be revised.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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