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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 research paper presents a compelling argument about the unique role of Hannah Arendt's philosophy in contemporary China. It is well-structured, timely, and supported by strong, specific evidence. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is not just suitable, it is excellent. The original title "Reading as Resistance: Hannah Arendt’s Introduction, Reception, and Localization in China" is the most effective choice because it is accurate, comprehensive, and intellectually stimulating.
	

	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 excellent and comprehensive, perfectly outlining the thesis, methods, and findings. No additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As a humanities paper, its arguments are logically sound and well-supported by textual and sociological evidence. It demonstrates strong interpretive analysis, making its conclusions plausible and academically rigorous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and relevant, covering key sources from 1978–2022. However, adding a few recent academic publications (post-2022) would strengthen the paper, especially regarding:

1. White Paper Movement — Consider including scholarly articles analyzing the 2022 protests and their global/media framing.

2. Digital censorship and resistance — Add more recent works on Chinese digital activism and state surveillance post-COVID.

3. Arendt’s reception in East Asia — Include comparative or regional studies for broader context.

Suggested Sources:

· Repnikova, M. (2023). Authoritarian Innovation in the Digital Age.
· Yang, G. (2023). The Politics of Digital China.
· Journal articles from China Quarterly, New Media & Society, or Asian Studies Review published in 2023–2024.
This will provide fresher scholarly grounding and show engagement with the most current debates. 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, and appropriately academic, with well-structured arguments and precise use of terminology. Minor proofreading for punctuation and style consistency may enhance clarity, and so it meets academic standards. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong, well-researched, and significant piece of scholarship. It makes a valuable contribution to our understanding of contemporary Chinese intellectual life, digital activism, and the global reception of political philosophy. By demonstrating how reading can become a potent form of political expression and resistance, the article offers a fascinating case study of the power of ideas in a restrictive environment. 
The type of article is a research article or analytical essay. It presents original analysis on the introduction, reception, and political significance of Hannah Arendt’s works in contemporary China, supported by data, case studies, and scholarly references.
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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 details)
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