Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_148084

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Systematic Review of the Effectiveness of Storytelling Marketing for Fuliang Tea Brands in Cross-Cultural Contexts: Global Evidence

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	· The manuscript aims to synthesize the fragmented evidence on storytelling marketing in cross-cultural e-commerce, filling a significant gap in heritage and agricultural branding.

· Bridges English and Chinese academic literature, enhancing linguistic and cultural inclusivity in marketing scholarship.

· Introduces the SCP framework: Storytelling- Culture–Performance, a scalable, analytical model to assess the effectiveness of a narrative across cultures.

· It provides practical insights into international strategies for traditional products such as Fuliang tea through culturally adaptive and ethically sensitive branding strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
The original largely suitable as it clearly conveys the study type but slightly lengthy, so this one also works for it:
Storytelling Marketing and Cross-Cultural Branding of Fuliang Tea: A Systematic Review and Global Evidence Synthesis.
	

	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 clear and complete, covering the aims, methods, and results of the study. However, it can be further improved by excluding excessive methodological details, emphasizing the theoretical contribution of the SCP framework, and adding a brief managerial implication on Fuliang tea branding. Further, simplifying numerical data would make it more readable and help make the abstract more effective for a wide scholarly readership.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and methodologically robust, adhering to PRISMA standards with appropriate data synthesis and reliability checks.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
The references are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent (2019–2025), showing strong coverage of both international and Chinese scholarship. However, it would be beneficial for the review to incorporate a few more seminal and cross-disciplinary works to further ground the theoretical aspects.

	

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


	
Yes, the language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication, as it is formal, clear, and technically accurate. At times, there are some overly dense phrasings and redundancies-in particular, in the Abstract and Methods-that could be smoothed for easier reading. Minor editorial polishing would enhance clarity without changing the academic tone.

	

	Optional/General comments


	
This manuscript presents a methodologically sound and contextually relevant synthesis that contributes meaningfully to cross-cultural marketing and heritage branding studies. Its strength lies in the integration of empirical evidence with cultural theory; however, to have a real impact, it would benefit from stronger theoretical innovation beyond established frameworks and deeper interpretive analysis of cultural mechanisms. A reduction in repetition, coupled with an enhanced critical discussion, would enhance scholarly impact. In general, this is a high quality submission; however, minor revisions are recommended to enhance clarity  and theoretical depth.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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