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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 offers an important contribution to subaltern studies, postcolonial literary discourse, and comparative literature. It brings together the works of Mahasweta Devi, Arundhati Roy, and Manoranjan Byapari, unpacking their different strategies of resistance through caste, class, and gender lenses. The analysis not only provides insights into narrative forms but also reflects on the broader issue of representation within hegemonic structures. The focus on Spivak and Gramsci strengthens its theoretical foundation, making it valuable for scholars in postcolonial theory and Indian literary studies.
	

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

	Yes, the title is accurate and clearly reflects the content. However, a more focused alternative could be:
"Narrating Subaltern Resistance: A Comparative Study of Devi, Roy, and Byapari"
This may better reflect the study’s comparative and analytical focus on narrative strategies.
	

	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 well-written and comprehensive, outlining the scope, methodology, findings, and theoretical framework effectively. However, you may consider briefly stating the specific conclusion or key limitation in clearer terms (e.g., "Though the texts amplify subaltern voices, they also reveal the inherent limits of literary resistance").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and conceptually sound. The application of theoretical frameworks is appropriate, and the argument is developed systematically. The comparative methodology is rigorous and well-justified.
	

	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 include several recent (post-2020) scholarly sources. However, a few global comparative sources could enhance the scope, such as:
· Ngũgĩ wa Thiong’o's Decolonising the Mind
· Rigoberta Menchú’s I, Rigoberta Menchú (for parallels with testimonial literature)
These could be cited in the conclusion or future research sections to widen the global lens.

	

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

	The manuscript is written in clear, academic English and is suitable for scholarly communication. There are minor phrasing issues and occasional repetitions that could be polished during copyediting, but these do not obstruct comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-structured and timely manuscript with strong theoretical grounding. Its comparative approach, linking tribal, Dalit, and gendered resistance, enriches current discussions in postcolonial literary studies. With minor revisions, it would make a meaningful addition to the field.
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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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