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	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 explores the collaborative innovation mechanism between industry, university, research, and education institutions from the perspective of industrial research institute participation. This topic is of notable significance for China's current education–industry integration strategy and aligns with ongoing efforts to enhance innovation through institutional collaboration. The research provides a mathematical and simulation-based approach (using evolutionary game theory and MATLAB modeling), which contributes a quantitative dimension to a domain often dominated by qualitative analyses. It also provides insights into optimizing cooperation structures for technology transfer and talent cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately reflects the study’s content, scope, and focus.
Suggested minor refinement: “Collaborative Innovation Mechanism of Industry–University–Research–Education: A Game-Theoretic Analysis from the Perspective of Industrial Research Institute Participation.”
	

	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 clearly summarizes the objective, methodology (tripartite evolutionary game modeling), simulation method (MATLAB), and findings. However, it could benefit from:
Adding a clear research gap statement (what existing literature lacked).
Including specific quantitative outcomes or model implications (e.g., stability points or sensitivity results).
Minor language refinement to enhance flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study is scientifically sound and technically consistent with established principles of evolutionary game theory. The assumptions, model structure, and stability analysis are logically coherent. However:
Equations are referenced but not explicitly shown; inclusion or placement verification is recommended.
Figures and tables should be properly numbered and captioned for clarity.
A brief validation or empirical comparison (even qualitative) would strengthen credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, covering both classical and contemporary sources (2013–2021). However, the following improvements are advised:
Include a few more recent papers (2022–2024) on collaborative innovation, evolutionary games in educational-industrial systems, or AI-based cooperation analysis.
Ensure DOI links are added where available.
Standardize the citation format consistently (minor inconsistencies in style observed).
	

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

	The manuscript’s English is generally understandable but needs moderate linguistic polishing to improve fluency, reduce redundancy, and correct syntax (especially in long sentences and repetitive phrases). The tone is academic but occasionally verbose.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures mentioned (e.g., Fig. 1–3) should be cross-referenced in the text with clear axis labels and units.
Some sections, especially “Game Analysis” and “Numerical Analysis,” could benefit from concise subheadings or bullet formatting for readability.
A short policy implication or managerial significance paragraph at the end of the conclusion would improve impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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