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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. There are plenty of language slips and some of them are indicated in yellow and alternative expressions
are given in red within parentheses.

2. Let the author follow the instructions given in appropriate places.

3. The author is expected to follow the 9" edition of MLA Handbook for intext citations and references.

4. The author should ensure that each paragraph starts with his/her own topic sentence and substantiated
with proper textual evidence and quotes from secondary sources.

5. The review of the related literature is compulsory to identify the epistemological gap in the field. It is not
enough to state that such books have been studied.

Minor REVISION comments

Let the author use all three major types of sentence structures to avoid monotony and repetition.
Greater care should be taken to avoid spelling mistakes of proper nouns.

Informal writing style should be strictly avoided.

Title can be shorter like “Polarized Protagonists in Aravind Adiga’s Novels under the Impact of
Globalization.”
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Optional/General comments

It is better for the author to incorporate all the suggestions and then to read the entire article in terms of
coherence and unity.
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Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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