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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 examines the silencing of female characters in Shakespeare’s tragedies, highlighting the constraints of patriarchal society. Through the analysis of figures like Lady Macbeth, Ophelia, and Desdemona, it reveals patterns of marginalisation and limited agency. The study offers valuable insights for scholars of literature and gender studies, enriching feminist literary criticism.
But yet, your keywords seem general. I suggest writing these:

1. Female agency

2. Silenced voices

3. Shakespearean tragedy

4. Patriarchy

5. Gender roles

6. Feminist literary criticism


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Silenced Voices: Marginalisation of Female Agency in Shakespeare’s Tragedies” is suitable. It captures the focus, theoretical frame, and scope of the study. However, you could consider a slightly more precise title for academic impact:

“Silenced Voices: The Systematic Marginalisation of Female Agency in Shakespeare’s Tragedies”

Adding “systematic” highlights the cross-textual comparative aim.
	

	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, but it needs more enhancement. It could be strengthened by briefly framing: why this study matters. You should also clearly mention the methodological approach used in character analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant. It shows awareness of current scholarship. Suggestion: Consider adding at least one or two more classic feminist Shakespeare sources 
	

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


	The English is excellent, scholarly, and stylistically elegant. It is suitable for publication in an international journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  This is a high-quality manuscript with clear significance.

  Strengths: Timely feminist focus, cross-textual scope, engagement with very recent scholarship.

  Weaknesses: Method section could be more concrete; results could use quantitative or tabular support for claims; some over-reliance on interpretive prose.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent.
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