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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.

	This chapter offers an important empirical analysis of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on research productivity and delayed graduation among Chinese graduate students. Drawing on a large, well-structured survey of 2,298 students, it provides valuable insights into demographic moderators, academic disruptions, and discipline-specific effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the study's scope and findings.
	

	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 informative. It will be better to consider shortening the background and devoting to methods and key findings. Recommending to revise it for clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The methodology is sound and appropriate for the research questions posed. Authors should ensure clearer reporting of effect sizes and confidence intervals. This will help better understand the strength of associations.
	

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

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

	
The manuscript is generally well-written. However, it is essential to revise several grammatical issues, such as : "facultyies and researchers" to "faculty members and researchers"
"aPHD outcomes" to  "PhD outcomes"



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Figures are informative but should be consistently labeled and cited in the text. Tables should have clearer captions, and significance levels should be marked appropriately.

Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant. Minor revisions regarding language, figure presentation, and clarity in results interpretation are advised.

	











	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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