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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 article analyzes the position of case study articles in the journal Comparative Political Studies between 1973 and 2001. This is an important theoretical contribution, because to understand the nature of politics through the comparative method, it is impossible not to conduct case studies, from which to draw out the characteristics and laws of politics in different regions of the world. However, the author has not explained why the 1973 time frame was chosen, while the journal Comparative Political Studies was established in 1968, and also why the 2001 milestone was chosen?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article presents and analyzes the trend and causes of the trend of using case studies in comparative political science journals, therefore, using the word "status" in the title of the article seems not really appropriate. The author should consider changing it to "The current situation and causes of the trend of using case studies in comparative political science journals (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.


	The abstract does not highlight the research gap of the article. Also analyze the trend of using case studies in the field of comparative political science.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Why did the author choose the research scope from 1973 to 2001? What is the academic significance of using these two milestones and how does it contribute to solving the author's research problem? 

2. Is it really appropriate to use a definition of "case study" that appeared after 1989 to compare the trend of using case studies in comparative political science journals before and after 1989? Has there been any other definition since 2002, or was the trend of using case studies in this journal different before 1973 from the period 1973-2001?

3. The author said that the milestone of 1989, associated with the collapse of the Soviet Union and the socialist countries in Eastern Europe, completely changed the policy of archiving records and documents related to politics in these countries, thus also affecting the number of articles in the comparative political science journal. However, the author did not attach specific data in a table or chart showing the increase or decrease of this number over the years, to show that the turning point was in 1989 and not any other year.

4. Besides Yin’s (2014) classification into 6 data sources, are there any other classifications? And why did the author decide to choose Yin’s (2014) classification? The author should add an explanation for this choice.

5. In Table 3, I do not understand why there is a confusion when there is a data row named "Asia" and two other data rows named "East Asia" and "Middle East"? On what basis did the author divide the Middle East and East Asia as two regions outside Asia? The author should reconsider the analysis of Table 3.

6. The author focuses a lot on the reason why most articles in comparative political science journals using case studies focus on cases in Western Europe, Eastern Europe, and Southern Europe (which the author calls the Balkan region); however, the author hardly discusses the reason why so few articles use case studies to analyze and compare politics in East Asia in particular, and Asia in general. The author should add an explanation to explain this trend in the Discussion section.

7. The author talks a lot about the end of the cold war, the fear of the gatekeeper mentality in Western publishing culture, and Eurocentrism. However, there is one political event that is also very important and significantly changed Western publishing culture and media culture that the author has not mentioned, although this event also significantly impacted the storage of records and documents related to politics in regions around the world - that is the birth of the World Wide Web.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article mentions (King, 1996), but in the references only one document is listed, King et al. (1994). The author is requested to review this citation and reference.

There are two documents by Thompson (1966) and Tocqueville (2006) that are being presented differently from the general format of the journal as prescribed for reference.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should review the citation (year of publication) and reference presentation according to the format prescribed by the journal, review the topic title to match the content of the 3 research questions and the Discussion section, re-check the content presented in Table 3, and at the same time add arguments explaining the time scope of the article's research, as well as add detailed comments on the scientific arguments that the reviewer has mentioned above (e.g. about the birth of the world wide web, or about the reason why case studies in comparative political science journals have less focus on East Asia in particular, and Asia in general).
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