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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.

	The paper, "Exploring Gender and Discipline-Related Impacts on Graduate Research during the COVID-19 Pandemic in China" offers insightful information that significantly advances the current discourse in the subject of study. By tackling both issues, the chapter improves knowledge of the topic for scholars, practitioners, and policymakers regarding how to combat such a pandemic should it arise. The manuscript makes a noticeable attempt to combine new information or viewpoints with previously published works. Because of its breadth and significance, it could be a valuable resource for scholarly discussions and future research.

	

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

	It is Ok. In generally, the title "Exploring Gender and Discipline-Related Impacts on Graduate Research during the COVID-19 Pandemic in China" is suitable. It accurately conveys the paper's scope and purpose. The population of interest (graduate students), the context (COVID-19 pandemic), the geographic setting (China), and the important variables (gender, discipline) are also indicated.
	

	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 provides a clear and beneficial summary of the study. However, it recommended that the author briefly discuss the methodology to help to contribute to it look professional. The author could think about following a logical order, like this: Introduction/Context, Aim and Objective, Methodology, Key Findings, Conclusion/Implication, to ensure a more structured abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The chapter is generally scientifically solid, though a clearer description of the methodology would enhance in the abstract and suggest there should be future implications in the chapter. Further, it is recomended first should come conclusion, then future implication, finally the limition. As the genereal structure follow consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references appear to be sufficient and follow alphabetical order; however, it is recommended that the author use reference management software such as Zotero or Mendeley to ensure consistent in-text citation and referencing, which would enhance the chapter’s professionalism and reduce the likelihood of errors.

	

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

	The English language of the article is acceptable, and the overall quality is suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and understandable academic writing throughout.
Top of Form
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	Optional/General comments

	
Overall the chapter is good. It is recommended that the writer should write which method he used in the abstract. Firther, the future implementation should add in the end of chapter. There should be conclusion, implemention and future implementions/directions. As the future directions suggest for the policy maker how to enhece the chapter. 

	






	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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