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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.


	This manuscript systematically examines the value, contemporary status, and development pathways of Huxiang calligraphy, helping to fill a research gap in regional calligraphy culture studies. As a significant component of Chinese culture, Huxiang calligraphy possesses distinct regional characteristics and historical value. The paper provides a useful discussion on the current position and developmental challenges of Huxiang calligraphy, contributing to the promotion of research on the inheritance and innovation of traditional Chinese calligraphic art. This study offers valuable insights for cultural scholars, art educators, and policy makers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	he title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the article's content. A slight modification is suggested to enhance its academic tone, for example:
"Huxiang Calligraphy: Its Cultural Value, Contemporary Challenges, and Developmental Trajectories"
	

	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 covers the research purpose, methods, and main conclusions adequately. However, it lacks specific mention of the research methodology employed (e.g., literature review, case study approach). It is recommended to briefly state the methodological basis in the abstract and clearly indicate the study's limitations or potential future research directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in its discussion of historical background and cultural value. However, some proposed development pathways are somewhat general and lack empirical support. It is recommended to strengthen the argument by incorporating references to existing policies, educational practices, or specific case studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references consist primarily of Chinese-language sources and lack recent international scholarship on related topics. To enhance the global perspective, consider adding works such as:
1. Sullivan, M. (2006). The Arts of China. University of California Press.
2. Ledderose, L. (2000). Ten Thousand Things: Module and Mass Production in Chinese Art. Princeton University Press.
3. Recent articles from journals like Journal of Chinese Calligraphy Studies.
	

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


	The overall English readability is good. However, there are minor grammatical inaccuracies and awkward phrasings. It is recommended that the manuscript undergoes proofreading by a native English speaker or a professional language editing service.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is culturally significant and the structure is clear. However, there is room for improvement in theoretical depth and empirical analysis. It is suggested to enhance the discussion on the "contemporaneity" and "internationalization" of Huxiang calligraphy, supported by concrete case studies.

The authors are advised to strengthen the analysis of contemporary practices in Huxiang calligraphy in the revised manuscript and supplement references from an international perspective. Language polishing is also required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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