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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.


	The paper is discussing a pressing and under-researched question: the gendered aspect of imprisonment and torture in authoritarian states with a particular emphasis made on the experiences of Iranian women as told in White Torture by Narges Mohammadi. The paper contributes to the feminist, carceral, and human rights literature by preempting architectural solitude (white walls and silence) as a rather unique form of psychological torture. It appeals to women rights discourse, political repression and trauma studies discourse worldwide, and thus would be very relevant in the academic and activist circles.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title fits best and it is descriptive of the content of the manuscript. It is clear and engaging.
	

	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.


	Abstract is extensive, well-organized and conveys scope and objectives. It successfully presents the issues of space planning, silence and mental torture. It can be even sharper with a little fine-tuning to highlight the specific contribution of the paper, which is the interplay of architecture, silence and state repression, yet it is generally well-written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is academic and methodologically correct. It has managed to combine the testimony of the prisoners, with the feminist critique in a manner that makes the narratives, compelling and scholarly. As an additional measure to make the analysis even stronger, one can attempt to relate to other theoretical approaches (e.g., Michel Foucault on prisons, Angela Davis on carceral feminism, Judith Herman on trauma) and place the experiences of Iranian women in the context of the global discourse on incarceration and resistance. These will support the existing well-established framework.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources cited are powerful and pertinent. The list can be extended, using more recent and worldwide works, e.g.: 

Angela Y. Davis, Are Prisons Obsolete? 

Judith Herman, Trauma and Recovery 
UN and Amnesty International reports on women prisoners and would make the international breadth and robustness of the impact of the manuscript.


	

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


	The language is clear, academic, and making the paper easy to follow. It has communicated complex ideas with sensitivity and clarity. Whereas, the descriptive detail of prisoners’ narratives is quite extensive; slightly condensing these sections and balancing them with more critical commentary would enhance the analytical strength. Overall, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is timely and important. It has powerfully narrated and documented how gender, architecture, and silence intersect as tools of systemic oppression, while also highlighted women’s resilience and continued resistance.
The manuscript is insightful contribution to the academia.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mahera Imam, Bharathidasan University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


