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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 is significant for the scientific and scholarly community because it presents a comprehensive, integrative analysis of contemporary epistemological turns and their transformative impact on English Studies. By synthesising insights from diverse theoretical frameworks, including the animal, plant, affective, ethical, digital, global, and posthuman turns, the study provides a model for understanding how interdisciplinary approaches can reshape literary interpretation, pedagogy, and disciplinary identity. Its detailed engagement with both canonical and postcolonial texts demonstrates how theory informs practical analysis, offering researchers a robust methodology for examining literature in relation to broader ethical, ecological, technological, and sociocultural concerns. In addition, the manuscript contributes to ongoing debates about the adaptability and relevance of the humanities in the twenty-first century, positioning English Studies as a living discipline that is responsive to contemporary global challenges and intellectually engaged scholarship.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Contested Futures: How Epistemological Turns Disrupt the English Studies”, is attention-grabbing and signals the manuscript’s engagement with contemporary theoretical shifts. However, the word “Disrupt” may carry a slightly negative or confrontational connotation, which could underplay the constructive, integrative, and adaptive aspects of English Studies highlighted in the paper.

A more precise and balanced alternative could be: Contested Futures: Epistemological Turns and the Evolution of English Studies
	

	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 clearly identifies the topic positions the study within the field and signals its theoretical grounding. It specifies athe qualitative, interpretive approach, including critical-theoretical synthesis, comparative analysis, and textual exemplification. The abstract lists a wide range of disciplinary turns (animal, plant, affective, ethical, etc.), indicating thorough engagement with contemporary debates. Naming both canonical and contemporary works strengthens the reader’s understanding of the study’s scope. It also identifies the contributions to pedagogy, interdisciplinarity, and the evolution of English Studies, emphasising both disciplinary and social relevance
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and academically sound within the framework of literary and humanities research. It specifies a qualitative, interpretive methodology with critical-theoretical synthesis and textual exemplification, which is appropriate for literary studies. There is clear delineation of the epistemological turn examination, the literary corpus, and the pedagogical focus, which demonstrates methodological task. The discussion consistently applies relevant theoretical frameworks (postcolonialism, affective theory, ethical theory, posthumanism, digital humanities) to the analysis of texts, showing conceptual alignment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and mostly recent, but incorporating a few additional sources in digital humanities, ecocriticism, posthumanism, and global/non-Western literary theory would enhance the comprehensiveness and interdisciplinary rigour of the manuscript
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally highly suitable for scholarly communication. 

A few sentences are very long and densely packed, which could slightly impede readability. Breaking them into two or three shorter sentences would enhance clarity.

Consider slightly simplifying repetitive phrases in sections like Results and Discussion to maintain reader engagement without losing sophistication.

Ensure consistent use of verb tenses, particularly in the discussion of textual analyses and theoretical applications.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a substantial contribution to literary studies by providing a comprehensive synthesis of multiple epistemological turns and demonstrating their impact on English Studies. Its interdisciplinary approach and integration of canonical, postcolonial, and contemporary texts make it highly relevant for scholars interested in methodological innovation, pedagogy, and the evolution of literary theory.
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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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