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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 paper offers a notable contribution to the interdisciplinary areas of political philosophy, Chinese studies, and research on censorship and resistance. It provides an in-depth exploration of how Chinese readers and intellectuals have reinterpreted and adapted Hannah Arendt’s political ideas, particularly the notion of “the Banality of Evil,” as a means of quiet opposition to authoritarianism. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is conceptually strong and suggests both the theoretical and empirical core of the paper
	

	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 articulated, well-crafted, and offers a solid summary of the research question, data sources, and main findings, but: 

The abstract did not refer to the methodology or theoretical contribution. 

State that the study utilizes qualitative content analysis of Douban reviews along with other online discussions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically well-organized and scientifically valid. It effectively merges historical information (regarding publication and censorship) with socio-political examination and empirical data from online platforms. 

It is preferred to specify the count of posts chosen or any criteria for selection. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are diverse, mostly up-to-date, combining academic sources with real-time data from social media and the press. 

I noticed that some references are not alphabetized according to the APA style.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in excellent academic English
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript references Arendt’s theories yet lacks a thorough engagement with reception theory, political symbolism, or frameworks of media resistance. 

The manuscript does not address its limitations, such as restricted access to censored content, potential bias in digital platforms, and insufficient demographic representation. 
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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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