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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a significant and still urgent area of inquiry by examining how caste, gender, and social exclusion operate in Arundhati Roy’s *The God of Small Things*. Its importance lies in bringing literary analysis into conversation with broader debates on inequality, justice, women’s agency, and the social consequences of entrenched hierarchical structures. The paper also has the potential to contribute to contemporary interdisciplinary scholarship by linking postcolonial literary studies with questions of human rights and social development. If further refined in terms of argumentation, theoretical framing, and engagement with existing scholarship, the manuscript could offer a useful contribution to researchers working in postcolonial studies, gender studies, and South Asian literary criticism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat broad. One possible alternative is: “Gender, Caste, and Social Justice in Arundhati Roy’s The God of Small Things: Towards a Literary Discourse on Social Sustainability.”
	

	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 relevant and generally covers the topic, themes, and theoretical orientation of the paper, but it should be made more precise and concise. It currently relies too much on broad statements about literature, justice, and sustainable development, while the paper’s specific research focus, method, and main argument are not stated sharply enough. suggest adding one brief sentence on the methodology and clarifying the central contribution of the study, while reducing some of the repetitive general claims so that the abstract reflects the paper’s actual analytical focus more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is broadly sound in its central interpretation of The God of Small Things. Its use of qualitative textual analysis together with feminist and social-sustainability frameworks is appropriate for the topic. However, some arguments remain overly general - the connection to “sustainable development” is asserted more than critically demonstrated. There are a few citation and consistency issues that should be corrected for academic precision. Overall, the paper still needs revision to strengthen its analytical depth, conceptual clarity, and referencing accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but they are not fully sufficient or especially recent. The bibliography depends largely on foundational theoretical texts and includes only limited scholarship directly focused on The God of Small Things. It is recommended that add(s) more recent criticism on caste, gender, trauma, and the Ammu-Velutha relationship. also recommend checking citation consistency, since there appears to be a mismatch around Tickell and an inconsistency between “United Nation” and “United Nations.” A strong recommendation is to consider Srija Nandy’s 2025 article on gender, caste, and love laws in The God of Small Things, which is closely relevant to the manuscript’s concerns (see https://ijels.com/detail/gender-caste-and-love-laws-in-the-god-of-small-things-contradictions-and-trauma-in-a-post-colonial-panorama/).
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for communicating the main ideas of the paper. But it would benefit from minor editing to improve clarity, fluency, and academic tone. There are some grammatical issues and small inconsistencies in wording and expression. With careful proofreading and light language revision, the manuscript could be made more polished and fully appropriate for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a relevant and promising manuscript on an important aspect of The God of Small Things. The paper has a clear thematic focus and offers a readable discussion of gender, caste, and social justice in the novel. With some minor revision for language, sharper argumentation, and slightly stronger engagement with recent scholarship, the article can be further improved. The author may also consider adding a few more focused studies on caste, gender, and the “Love Laws” to strengthen the literature review.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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