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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 important for the teaching and learning process. It adds knowledge to the existing literature. Teachers and students may use it for their conceptions.  Those teaching the literary genres may make use of the manuscript. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, it is suitable, but it would be better to revise and edit the language of the manuscript. 
	

	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 should be short and precise written in a single paragraph containing only important elements. It shouldn’t be lengthy!
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	In my opinion, it adds some knowledge to the existing literature, so it is appropriate for the target readers among the scholars in the area. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, most of them are recent. The references are not very recent doesn’t necessarily mean they can be used because of the relevance in a specific area. 
The author should rewritte with consistency and car ;for example, if we ctake the first reference, the author missed putting fullstop after the year Kohli, B.L. and R.K. Sharma. (1992)? 

	

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

	Yes, of course but the author should revise and/or edit very carefully. S/he can make use of Grammarly for a better text or get assistance from language experts.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
This manuscript is important for the scientific community if relevant corrections are carefully made. It is all about the literaery genres in the digital age that facilitates language learning in this globalized world.
Under the heading, types of digital poetry, subtopic a).fiction, the text is very long. it would be better to divide it into different paragraphs consisting its own topics.  
Finally, one thing that I would like to ask the author, is s/he trying to inform readers about “The role of literaery genres in the digital age”?
The way the manuscript is written should follow certain guidelines based on the publishing Journal. Besides, the way the headings and sub-headings are written should follow some procedures. 
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	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
I haven’t got this!
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	This should be better explained by the author because s/he knows that very clearly. 
 
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No, I haven’t get any proof for plagiarism as long the author cited relevant sources.
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”

As a reviwer, I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.





	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Minor Revision: (>8-9)
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