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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 addresses a timely and important question about how emerging theoretical turns are reshaping English Studies. By tracing these shifts across key texts and frameworks, it helps clarify the discipline’s evolving identity and relevance. Its contribution is valuable because it brings together developments that are often discussed separately, offering a clearer picture of where the field is heading.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it reflects both the thematic focus (“epistemological turns”) and the broader disciplinary implications for English Studies. It signals the paper’s dual interest in disruption and redefinition, which aligns with the manuscript’s arguments.
Suggesstion foa title that is more streamalined: Contested Futures: Epistemological Turns and the Transformation 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 is mostly comprehensive, clearly outlining the study’s focus and the theoretical turns it examines. However, it is slightly dense and could be improved by reducing the long lists of turns and literary texts. A brief statement highlighting the specific gap the study addresses, along with a clearer concluding sentence about its main contribution, would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The  manuscript is scientifically sound. Its use of theoretical frameworks is accurate, and the connections between the epistemological turns and literary texts are well supported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent. Adding one or two foundational works in digital or environmental humanities could further strengthen the background, but overall the list is strong.
	

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


	the language is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, coherent, and maintains an academic tone throughout, with only minor areas that could be streamlined for readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Examples of Minor Language Issues

· Overly long sentences:
Some sentences combine too many ideas at once, making them harder to follow.
Example: “Collectively, these examples illustrate that epistemological turns do far more than diversify curricular content…”
This could be broken into two clearer sentences.

· Repetition of certain phrases:
Phrases like “living discipline,” “epistemological turns,” “interpretive possibilities,” appear very frequently. Slight variation would improve flow.

· Redundant transitions:
Sections sometimes begin with repeated phrasing such as “To begin with,” “In addition,” “Moreover,” which could be streamlined.

· Minor wording stiffness:
Phrases like “This study contends that the vitality of English studies resides…” could be simplified for smoother academic readability.

· Slight inconsistencies in capitalization:
For example, sometimes English Studies is capitalized, other times English studies appears. Standardizing this would help.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No etical issues
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