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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 study presents an appropriate and thorough examination of the digital representation of Indian indigenous communities. It argues that current modes are largely reductive and sensationalized. The study shed light about the inequalities between mainstream and indigenous societies in the digital domain and examined the problematic representations that result from them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes title is suitable.


	

	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.


	In the abstract, clear methodology adopted for the study is missing. If the abstract is rewritten, by incorporating methods, results and recommendations briefly it attract to the readers to grasp the idea and go inside the study.   


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific quality of the manuscript is good because it contains sound arguments and well established themes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references are sufficient but in-text citation requires to be rewritten. 

Some references in 3.1.1.1 and 3.1.2.1 Stereotyping portion are having with wrong punctuation marks. Please check from .(Thiong’o 2005). Etc. (Before and after full stop makes no sense is obviously wrong). 


	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication however, 3.1.1.1 Stereotyping portion sentences require to re-written with simple and clear message. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract and methodology section requires additional information about procedures. Heading 2. Methodology requires to mention the information about the article dealing pattern. Correct the minor language errors and in-text references. 

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerned are identified in the manuscript.
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