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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 (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.


	The topic that is being discussed is quite an important one in the current landscape of higher education institutions, especially given the fact that a lot of importance is attached to the concept of internationalization, with branding having been at the epicentre of more than 2-3 decades now. 

More importantly, this manuscript makes a valuable contribution to an underexplored context-Chinese private higher education institutions. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and the aim of the study is clearly stated, the methods are mentioned and the limitations are discussed. 
Nonetheless, the abstract could be further strengthened if:
a. the stakeholders had been defined, given the fact that HEIs have both internal and external stakeholders, 

b. some brief info had been given as to explain the criteria of choosing 12 articles,
c. certain informal chunks of language had been paraphrased: e.g. “This is the reason that …”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct, however, there are some limitations that might diminish the value of the latter: 
a. The study relies on a limited number of articles, which might weaken the contribution of the latter. 

b. Some of the articles under review do not focus on Chinese private higher education institutions which might somewhat undermine the contextual relevance of the conclusions. 

c. The absence of primarily data (e.g. surveys, focus groups, interviews) limit the stakeholder perception analysis. 

d. Some terms (e.g. “stakeholders”, “internationalization”) are frequently used and would benefit from more consistent definitions. 

e. Some intext citations are necessary; e.g. “Although this phenomenon seems to be addressed in past studies … A reference is made to past studies, yet, no authors are cited. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Overall the language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications, yet, minute changes would have benefited the manuscript.
a. Paraphrasing some long sentences: e.g. “Although this phenomenon seems to be addressed in past studies, they neither fully provided an overview of private higher educational institutions in China in this context nor have they deeply explored the perception of different stakeholders regarding the impact of internationalization on brand positioning.”

b. Using formal words and expressions instead of informal or semi-formal ones: e.g. this is why; not surprisingly; do their part (used for policymakers)-casual; going international-colloquial, etc. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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)
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