
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Research in Education and Social Science

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOGRESS_14086

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Contested Futures: How Epistemological Turns Disrupt and Redefine English Studies

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	“Contested Futures: How Epistemological Turns Disrupt and Reinvigorate English Studies” is an essential and timely work of literary critique. It traces the connections between an array of emergent theoretical “turns” and impasses, and shows how these reconfigure interpretation, pedagogy, and English Studies identity. The paper is of particular worth, because it synthesizes scattered theoretical trajectories into a comprehensible whole and taps into implications, it has on textual analysis as well as disciplinary future-making. Its focus on interdisciplinarity, ecological awareness and issues of ethical commitment speaks strongly to recent academic debates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is well-chosen and will make reader wonder just what kind of epistemological changes are afoot within the discipline.

Optional suggestion (if needed):
“Epistemological Turns and the Future of English Studies: Rethinking Methods, Texts, and Pedagogy.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is informative and provides a good summary of the manuscript objectives, approaches, and results. It lucidly initiates the notion of theoretical “turns” and describes how they reorient pedagogical and interpretive activities.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. There is strong internal coherence of conceptualization and theoretical justification for the methods deployed, which are appropriate to those being used elsewhere. It offers a compelling synthesis of theoretical literature, and is sensitive to the analytic implications of employing an epistemological turn on certain literary texts. There are no substantive theoretical or empirical mistakes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are broad-based, pertinent and current to 2023–2025. The presence of both the classical theorists and contemporary scholarship bolsters the credibility of this study.

Optional suggestions:

The review of the literature could be enhanced somewhat by the inclusion a few more fundamental references to digital humanities or, as applicable, environmental humanities but it is not necessary.


	

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


	Overall, yes. The paper is clearly written, well organized and academically polished. The text is formal and it is suitable for academic readers.

Minor stylistic concerns (such as some long sentences and dense paragraphs) may be improved to provide better clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The range of the manuscript is very impressive, it touches on numerous theoretical turns without overloading the reader.

The pedagogical implications are nicely stated and add considerable value to the research paper.

Scope could be condensed slightly to minimize redundancy between sections, particularly in Method, Scope and Limitations but this would not detract from the scholarly contribution.
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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 ethical issues are apparent.
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