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	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 postcolonial literary studies and subaltern theory. By comparing literary portrayals of subaltern resistance in the works of Mahasweta Devi, Arundhati Roy, and Manoranjan Byapari, it highlights the complexity of representing marginalized voices within elite literary frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable but it does not look grammatically correct. So, it requires to be altered. It may be like 
“Subaltern Resistance in the Selected Works of Mahasweta Devi, Arundhati Roy, and Manoranjan Byapari

The other option may also be Narrative Strategies and Subaltern Resistance in the Works of Mahasweta Devi, Arundhati Roy, and Manoranjan Byapari
This title highlights both the thematic and methodological focus of the article.

“
	

	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 presenting the scope and aim of the study, the selected primary texts and methods, the theoretical framework, and the key findings. It clearly outlines the comparative literary analysis of subaltern resistance across the works of Mahasweta Devi, Arundhati Roy, and Manoranjan Byapari, grounded in the theories of Spivak and Gramsci. However, a few improvements are recommended. The term “thematic response rates” should be avoided, as it appears not to be suitable with the qualitative nature of the literary analysis. The sentence “Citations followed MLA style.” Should be deleted. Lastly, the scholar should consider including a more specific concluding sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its conceptual framework, methodology, and analysis. It employs a rigorous comparative literary analysis rooted in well-established theoretical frameworks—primarily Spivak’s subaltern theory and Gramsci’s concept of hegemony. The interpretation of texts is coherent, well-supported by textual evidence, and contextualized within relevant historical and socio-political backgrounds. The selection of primary texts is appropriate, and the methodological approach—close reading combined with contextual interpretation—is suitable for addressing the research questions. Furthermore, the discussion demonstrates critical engagement with existing scholarship and reflects a sound understanding of subaltern studies and postcolonial theory. Overall, the manuscript maintains academic integrity and presents a valid and insightful exploration of subaltern resistance in contemporary Indian literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All references should be given in alphabetical order. 24 well-chosen sources are cited, and most of them are from the last 5–7 years (2020–2025), which is commendable.

	

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


	The language is generally scholarly, coherent, and suitable for academic publication. The writing is clear, precise, and avoids unnecessary verbosity. However, some minor suggestions are there like standardize capitalization in section titles (e.g., change “material and methods” to “Materials and Methods”). Additionally, replace some long sentences with shorter, reader-friendly constructions to enhance clarity, especially in the parts of abstract and introduction.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-researched and timely manuscript that makes a valuable contribution to the study of subaltern resistance in Indian literature. With minor revisions in language polishing and abstract clarity, it is suitable for publication.
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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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