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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.


	In this age of expanding authoritarianism, I think that the manuscript is quite timly and important. It is original and interesting to consider how Arendt has been read and employed (and, ironically but not surprisingly, resisted and censored) in China. This is a topic that not many people would have thought to examine and that only a few—who are fluent both in Chinese and in Arendt’s work—could accomplish. The manuscript does a good job of mixing statistical and qualitative/commentary perspectives. I think that readers in a variety of disciplines would find it relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is perfectly suitable and descriptive.
	

	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 accurate and appealing and invites the reader into the argument.



	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I cannot judge the details of the reception of Arendt’s work in China, but the method seems sound and the argument seems convincing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem thorough and up to date.
	

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


	The language is perfectly fluent and professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the clever and unexpected topic of the article and the insightful details. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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