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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the academic and human rights communities, as it documents experiences that are often overlooked or ignored. The focus on prison architecture, silence, and sensory deprivation as deliberate tools of torture provides a fresh and important angle for carceral studies and feminist research. It also contributes to international discussions on state-sponsored gendered violence and resilience. By analyzing White Torture, the study amplifies the voices of women who resisted oppression, which is not only valuable for literary and cultural scholarship but also for broader social justice advocacy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the paper's core theme. It is precise and evocative. If an alternative is required, a possible suggestion could be: White Torture: Silent Spaces and Women’s Voices in Iranian Prisons.
	

	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 clear and informative. It provides a clear overview of the paper's objectives and scope. However, it could be slightly tightened to emphasize the central research contribution more explicitly (for example, stressing how the study connects architecture and silence with psychological trauma). Otherwise, it is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The arguments are logically developed, the analysis is consistent with the source material, and the conclusions follow naturally from the evidence provided. The testimonies are used responsibly, and the study frames them within relevant feminist and human rights perspectives. While the article could be strengthened with a few more theoretical references, the overall approach is sound, coherent, and academically reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient. While the paper includes some useful feminist sources, it misses several foundational and contemporary works that would deepen the analysis. Important texts to add include Judith Butler’s Precarious Life: The Powers of Mourning and Violence (2004) and Frames of War (2009), Bell Hooks’ Feminist Theory: From Margin to Center (2000, revised ed.), Chandra Talpade Mohanty’s Feminism Without Borders (2003), and Sara Ahmed’s Living a Feminist Life (2017). More recent scholarship, such as Silvia Federici’s Patriarchy of the Wage: Notes on Marx, Gender, and Feminism (2021) and Davis, Dent, Meiners & Richie’s Abolition. Feminism. Now. (2022) would bring the bibliography up to date and connect the article to global feminist debates on labor, embodiment, and carcerality.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. The arguments are understandable and well-organized. However, slight polishing is recommended in places to smooth awkward phrasing and improve flow. A careful copy-edit would strengthen readability and ensure the text meets the highest academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a meaningful and well-researched manuscript. With minor revisions—mainly a more precise theoretical framing in the abstract and perhaps a few additional references—it will make a valuable contribution to feminist, literary, and human rights studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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