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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.


	This research study deeply holds significant value for the scientific community. It thoroughly provides a systematic evaluation of the evolution and methodological positioning of case study frameworks. The research highlights how theoretical and methodological orientations toward case studies have shifted in response to broader epistemological debates. The findings contribute to a deeper understanding of political communication and research. This study is offering insights that can guide future methodological pluralism in the field of political communication
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I can suggest three more titles for this article

· An Analysis of Comparative Political Studies : The Status of Case Study Framework in Comparative Politics Research (1973-2001)

· Evaluating the Case Study Methods in Comparative Politics: Critical analysis from Comparative Political Studies during 1973–2001

· Assessing the Role of Case Study in 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.


	· There are some repetition in words like comparative

· Methodology chapter and distribution of sample, unit of analysis and demographic distribution of sample is incomplete

· No of “n” is also missing in abstract

· Suggestion and recommendations are also not included in abstract

· Almost 200 words for abstract are enough,

· In keyword demographic allocation of journal and time period is missing

· It needs rewrite abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes this manuscript is correct, need some clarification in methodology section, in literature chapter, references are very short, majority of references are very old, (1991 to 1996) I suggest some more data in the literature review
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No there should be at least 15 more references, because study area and time is very broad. 
	

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


	The language of this article is English, the communication style is very good, and there are some grammar mistakes in the literature and methodology chapter. All paper need grammar check. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Discussion section needs more references, conclusion needs to be related with theoretical perspective. Overall article is recommended for publication 
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