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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 timely and empirically grounded analysis of the crisis in Indian English Literature departments. It shifts the discourse from abstract policy debates to the lived realities of students and faculty, uncovering critical, under-researched issues such as the decline in close reading and the paradox of teaching aspirations amidst weak communication skills. The study's findings offer valuable, evidence-based insights that are crucial for informing pedagogical reforms, curriculum redesign, and institutional policy, ensuring the discipline's relevance in contemporary India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Crises in Indian English Literature Departments: Challenges and Prospects" is highly suitable and effective for the article
	

	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 suitable, comprehensive, and well-structured. To further strengthen it and ensure perfect alignment with the methodology, I suggest a minor revision to specify the geographic scope. Consider adding a brief phrase to contextualize the study's focus, for example: "with a specific focus on institutions in South India." This will enhance the abstract's precision and accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It employs a rigorous qualitative methodology, including thematic analysis of questionnaires from faculty and students, which is appropriate for its research questions. The study's findings are well-supported by the data presented and are contextualized within a robust theoretical and scholarly framework. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, incorporating key policies and contemporary studies up to 2025. The use of foundational theorists and recent reports provides a solid scholarly foundation. For a minor revision, consider adding one or two references that specifically address pedagogical innovation in Indian literature classrooms. For instance, a 2024 article on digital humanities or curriculum redesign in the Indian context would directly strengthen the prospects section. This small addition would further solidify the evidence base for the proposed reforms.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are entirely suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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