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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it bridges literary analysis and educational research to examine how colonial and postcolonial schooling systems shape childhood experiences and moral development. By exploring Amu Djoleto’s The Strange Man through a Marxist and pedagogical perspectives, the study contributes to interdisciplinary scholarship that connects literature, sociology, and education. It deepens understanding of how African fiction criticises colonial educational legacies, thereby providing insights relevant to contemporary discussions on child-centered learning and educational reform. Furthermore, the paper advances critical dialogue on the cultural and ethical dimensions of teaching, punishment, and character formation in African societies, making it valuable to scholars in literary studies, education, and postcolonial theory.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and descriptive.
This alternative may be adopted to reflect the paper’s critical depth and theoretical framing:

 “Discipline, Ideology, and the Child: Education and Social Conditioning in Amu Djoleto’s The Strange Man”
	

	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 informative and provides a clear overview of the topic, the text analyzed (The Strange Man), and the general argument about the impact of education on children. 

However, the followings should be added: a clearly stated research problem, methodological orientation, key findings, and scholarly significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Suggestions

1. Include 1–2 paragraphs explaining how Marxist criticism frames education as an ideological apparatus in the novel.

2. Briefly outline the process of textual analysis (e.g., “close reading of narrative structure, character behavior, and dialogue related to schooling and discipline”).

3. For reference accuracy and balance, some citations are outdated or non-scholarly (e.g., websites, general education notes). This weakens the scientific credibility of the sources: Replace or supplement these with recent peer-reviewed journal articles or authoritative books on African education and postcolonial pedagogy.

4. The link between evidence and argument is occasionally implicit. After quoting, the paper should explicitly explain how the passage supports the claim. Strengthen transitions from quotation → analysis → theoretical insight.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient but not entirely recent or academically balanced. While they include a few relevant sources related to education and literary analysis, several references are dated, non-peer-reviewed, or general educational materials rather than specialised scholarly works. To meet the expectations of a peer-reviewed journal, the reference list should demonstrate engagement with recent, field-specific, and peer-reviewed literature from the last decade (2015–2025).
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally good, and the author demonstrates a clear command of English and academic vocabulary. The ideas are coherent, and the tone is appropriate for scholarly writing. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate to substantial language refinement to improve fluency, conciseness, and academic precision.

Occasional grammatical slips occur (e.g., missing articles, subject–verb agreement, and overuse of long, compound sentences).

Some sentences could be split or restructured for readability.
Example:“Education is the cornerstone of any society and thus plays a vital role in nurturing children’s personal growth and societal contribution.”
Can be tightened to: “Education forms the cornerstone of society, shaping children’s personal growth and social participation.”
Certain phrases are repeated across sections (e.g., “education plays an important role,” “children are the future leaders of tomorrow”). Reducing redundancy would make the text more concise and professional.

Some expressions are too general for scholarly writing (e.g., “good education,” “bad teachers”). Replace with precise academic terminology: “pedagogical effectiveness,” “authoritarian instruction,” “ethical instruction,” etc.

Paragraph transitions occasionally feel abrupt. Adding connective phrases such as “Furthermore,” “In contrast,” or “This depiction underscores” will enhance flow.

Maintain the present tense when discussing the novel and its author (e.g., “Djoleto portrays” instead of “Djoleto portrayed”). Prefer the active voice for analytical clarity (e.g., “The novel critiques colonial education” rather than “Colonial education is critiqued by the novel”).

Occasionally, evaluative adjectives (e.g., “wonderful,” “terrible,” “interesting”) appear. These should be replaced with analytical language (e.g., “effective,” “problematic,” “significant”).

A thorough copyedit and stylistic review (focusing on grammar, syntax, and diction) will make it fully ready for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper shows strong potential and intellectual merit but requires improvements in theoretical articulation, methodology, citation currency, and stylistic precision before it can meet the standards of a publishable scholarly article.
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