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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	It makes an important contribution to the scientific community because it systematically assesses trends in one of the areas of information in this field. Analyzing more than three decades of published research, it highlights the growing role and legitimacy of the case study method in comparative politics. It not only provides valuable insight into what researchers have argued but also contributes to a detailed discussion about the balance between qualitative and quantitative approaches in political science. Similarly, the methodological rigor of this study will serve as an important resource for researchers aiming to understand and develop innovations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article seems appropriate, but I think there might be a better title- 
“Evaluating the Use of Case Studies in Comparative Politics: Evidence from Comparative Political Studies (1973–2001)”.
	

	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.


	It would have been more acceptable if it had been mentioned how many articles in comparative political studies from 1973 to 2001 were included in this research. In contrast, the findings section needs more analytical depth, emphasizing main themes rather than descriptive statements. Refining the balance between purpose, method, findings, and implications while reducing redundancy will enhance overall clarity and scholarly quality.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically it seems reasonable because it uses an empirical method to assess systematic trends over a specific period of time. I hope it contribute meaningfully to the development of political science and increase scientific credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not very recent as this is done up to the year (1973-2001) so it will be a bit difficult to be recent. However, in many cases there are various options for providing recent references which can be newly created and will increase the acceptability of the research. Nevertheless, several formatting inconsistencies must be addressed for APA 7 compliance. Book and journal titles should be italicized; capitalization should follow sentence case. Please provide the volume/issue/DOI if available, or update the reference accordingly.
	

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


	The language of the essay reflects a strong recentness to the content, which emphasizes the methods and knowledge elements of comparative politics. There is an attempt to adopt the conventions and conventions of academic discourse, including structured reasoning, the use of quotations, the synthesis of empirical data, and occasional hints of some poor word formation. However, the essay sometimes has very high aspirations, long sentences, uneven sentences, and sometimes some incoherent sentences, which indicate the vagueness rather than the easy clear writing. Sometimes the meaning of a sentence changes from the current sentence. As a result, the reader will have to work hard to find the meaning, which will put the acceptability of the registration and the ability of the unit to everyone at great risk. However, if the essay is rewritten considering the purpose and importance of the article and changing the linguistic aspects, its acceptability will increase.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Revisions Required. Extra: The introduction discusses various aspects of comparative political studies between 1973 and 2001. It demonstrates strong engagement with the literature. And the research objectives that have been developed to derive the results of this study are discussed. Nevertheless, several improvements could increase coherence and academic tone. If the interaction can be presented more beautifully by relating it to various current articles, then would further strengthen the clarity and direction of the introduction.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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