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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing a nuanced, evidence-based analysis of the complex relationship between media and women's empowerment in a high-literacy, high-connectivity context like Kerala. It offers a valuable conceptual framework and identifies clear, actionable pathways—informational, representational, and mobilizational—through which media can influence empowerment, bridging a critical gap between theoretical discourse and practical policy. Furthermore, the study's mixed-methods approach and the presentation of original correlational data serve as a robust model for future empirical research in the field, particularly in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "WOMEN EMPOWERMENT AND MEDIA: THE PATHWAYS FOR GROWTH AND NEW WAYS FORWARD", is suitable and effective. It is clear, academic, and accurately reflects the paper's core focus on identifying the pathways and new ways that media can contribute to women's empowerment.

However, to make it more precise and reflective of the paper's specific geographical and analytical focus, a slightly refined alternative could be:

Alternative Suggestion:
Media as a Catalyst for Women's Empowerment: Pathways, Challenges, and Policy in Kerala
	

	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 and well-structured, effectively summarizing the paper's purpose, context, methods, findings, and implications. It successfully captures the core argument and the unique case of Kerala.

However, to make it even more impactful and precise, a few minor refinements could be considered. Below is a critique and a revised version that incorporates these suggestions.

Critique & Suggestions for Improvement:

1. The abstract currently introduces Kerala in the fourth sentence. Mentioning it earlier would immediately ground the study and highlight its specific contribution.

2. The phrase "mixed-method analytical approach" is a bit unclear. Briefly specifying the components (e.g., content analysis, secondary data review) as you do later in the paper would add clarity and strength.
3. The final sentence is good but can be strengthened to more explicitly synthesizing evidence to propose and map a way forward for a specific, high-potential region.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It employs a rigorous and transparent methodology, builds on a solid theoretical foundation, interprets data responsibly, and presents a logical, evidence-based argument. Its acknowledgment of complexities and avoidance of overstating causal claims further strengthen its scientific integrity. It represents a valuable and credible contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is good as it is and supports the manuscript's arguments effectively. However, integrating 2-4 of the suggested references would:

· Sharpen the Kerala-specific focus.

· Add critical depth to the analysis of media representation.

· Anchor the discussion on digital challenges and policy in more recent, influential scholarship.
	

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


	While the quality is already high, a light edit could enhance clarity and flow in a few places:

· Some sentences could be slightly tightened for more impact.

· "This paper critically examines the relationship between media and women’s empowerment, exploring the historical evolution, challenges, and the potential of media as a transformative agent."

· "This paper critically examines the relationship between media and women’s empowerment, exploring its historical evolution, challenges, and potential as a transformative agent." (Removing the second "the" creates a smoother list.)

· A few long sentences could benefit from strategic punctuation to improve readability.

· Ensure consistency in formatting references, especially the use of italics for book titles and journal names (e.g., "Development as Freedom" should be italicized in the references list).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The language is not just suitable but is a strength of the manuscript. It is well within the standards expected by peer-reviewed journals in the social sciences, media studies, and development studies. The minor suggestions above are for fine-tuning and do not detract from the overall high quality of the writing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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