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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 work is of significant academic and societal importance because it offers meticulously documented, first-hand testimony of the psychological and physical abuses faced by women political prisoners in Iran. By centering the experiences of incarcerated women and explicitly naming perpetrators, the work not only fills a critical gap in the historiography of state violence but also serves as potential evidentiary material for future legal and human rights advocacy. Its scholarly contribution lies in its rigorous qualitative methodology comprising in-prison interviews and its illumination of the gendered mechanics of authoritarian repression, establishing an essential source for studies of human rights, trauma, and resistance in contemporary Iran.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive; however, few suggestions can be added. 
1. Add a brief contextualization about the significance of the work, its unique contribution to understanding state-inflicted violence and prison architecture as a tool of repression.

2. Clarify the term “white torture” earlier for readers unfamiliar with it, highlighting the psychological aspect of the isolation
3. If the tone can be made slightly more formal, it would be great!

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It has clear objectives and focus, draws on the writer’s primary experiences, it has comprehensive analysis, has theoretical relevance, and is structured and well-referenced.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fine but some suggestions can help the manuscript improve:
1. The feminist references are somewhat dated and general. More recent and specialized works on gendered state violence, political imprisonment, and trauma would enhance the academic rigor.
2. Inclusion of recent scholarship on solitary confinement, psychological torture, sensory deprivation, and intersectional human rights issues would strengthen the analysis.
3. Engagement with contemporary literature specifically addressing Iranian socio-political contexts, women's rights activism, and prison studies would be beneficial.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally clear and understandable, but there are areas where improvement would enhance its suitability for scholarly communication.
1. Some sentences are awkwardly constructed or contain minor grammatical errors that affect fluency. More variety in sentence structure and smoother transitions would improve readability.

2.  Occasional informal or imprecise word choices (e.g., “thrown behind bars illegally,” “prisoners received architectural design as devastating”) could be refined for academic precision and clarity.

	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a good paper.
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