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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 review is important based on its subject innovation. The term ICH - Intangible cultural heritage ‎is nicely explained for the context Hunan. Its importance can also be seen when the researcher/s have gone through a time period of 2014 to 2025 which could help the scietific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitalble for the review prepared. I have not suggestion in this regard. 
	

	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.


	Certainly, it is comprehensive but as the scope (time period, field, geography, and language)‎ has to be clearly mentioned, only time period can not be seen explicitly. However, it is mentioned in the method section. Moreover, the methodology is not explicitly mentioned in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As it is a review paper so that the researcher/s have usded all the required components including limitations.

Sometimes, researchers do include a critical discussion with its separate title. More importantly, there were some references in the list which were not used as in-text citation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are some references that needed to be in-cited, they are highlighted in the manuscript. Regarding the sufficiency, when the highlighted ones are removed, the rest might not suffice. Nonetheless, are the references were correct but lacked the itilization of the journals articles and the capitalization of the titles of the works or books. 
	

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


	The language used in this review is great in terms of grammar and its quality. All capitization, pluralisation, punctuation marks are correctly used. But, only the issue of double quotation marks (“”) is something that need reconsideration. Overall, the English quality is nice.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review paper is a novelty in respect to the ICH, esp. for the fans of cultural studies. The locale is clearly mentioned and the same can be investigated as a field research elsewhere. Due to the lack of literature, this review can also help future researchers use it a touchstone. I personally like the issue selected. 
	


	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? 


	I found no ethical issues there in the manuscript. 

	


Reviewer details:

Zabihullah Adabpal, Kandahar University, Afghanistan
