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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
in themanuscript.It 
ismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportan
ce 
ofthis 
manuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whydo 
youlike (ordislike)thismanuscript?A minimumof3-
4 sentencesmaybe requiredforthispart. 

Overall,thismanuscript notonlyadvanceshistoricalscholarship butalsofostersadeeper 
appreciationoftherich,interconnected historyofBuddhismand itsenduring impacton global 
religiousand culturallandscapes. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

The proposedtitle shouldemphasizethecomprehensivenatureorfocus 
ofthepaper,includingboththehistorical progression 
andtheculturaldynamicsbetweenIndiaandTibet.Dependingonthemainfocus,theauthoror authors 
maywanttoreconsiderthetitle.Herearesomesuggestedtitlesfromwhichtheauthororauthorsmight wantto 
use whicheverthat bestdepictstheintentoftheirwriting: 
1.    TracingthePathofBuddhism:A HistoricalandCulturalAnalysisofItsEvolutionfromIndiatoTibet 
2.    FromIndiatoTibet:The HistoricalEvolutionand CulturalExchangeofBuddhism 
3.    TheJourneyofBuddhism:AComparativeHistoricalStudyofItsDevelopmentinIndiaandTibet 
4.    BuddhismAcrossBorders:HistoricalEvolutionand CulturalTransformationin 
IndiaandTibet 
5.    TheHistoricalEvolutionofBuddhism:Cross-CulturalPerspectivesonItsDevelopmentinIndiaand 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Do you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsin 
this section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Thoughtheabstractprovides asolidoverview ofthepaper’sfocusontheevolution andexchangeof Buddhism 
betweenIndiaandTibet,itcanbeimprovedbyclarifyingthescope,refiningthemethodology description,and 
emphasizingthesignificanceofthefindings. 
Hereisa 
revisedabstractfortheauthor’sorauthors’consideration: 
Buddhism,originatinginIndia,hasundergonesignificanttransformationasitspreadtoTibet,resultingindistinct 
regionalexpressions ofthereligion. ThispaperexaminesthedynamicinterplaybetweenIndianandTibetan 
Buddhism,highlightingtheir culturaland 
religiousexchanges.IttracesthehistoricaltrajectoryofBuddhismfrom 
itsinceptioninIndia,throughitsdevelopment inTibet,toitsreintroduction toIndia.Byanalyzingreligious, 
cultural,andsocio-political factors,thestudyprovidesacomprehensive viewofhowBuddhismadaptedand 
evolvedinthesecontexts.Utilizingacomparative historicalanalysis,theresearchdrawsonbothprimaryand 
secondarysources,suchashistoricaltexts,religiousscriptures,andscholarlyarticles.Thisistoexplorethe 
mutualinfluencesandexchangesbetweenIndianandTibetanBuddhism.Thismethodologicalapproachallow
s foranuancedunderstanding ofhowtheseinteractionshaveshapedthedevelopment 
ofBuddhistpracticesand beliefsinbothregions. 

 

Aresubsectionsand 
structureofthemanuscript appropriate? 

Yes,the various subsectionsandthe structureofthe paperareappropriate.  
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Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydo 
youthinkthat this manuscriptis 
scientificallyrobustandtechnically sound?A 
minimumof3-4sentencesmayberequired 
forthispart. 

Section1.1:Thefactsaremostlyaccurate,butthereareafewareaswhereclarification andrefinementwould 
enhanceprecisionandreadability. 
Section 1.2:ThissectionprovidesaconciseoverviewofBuddhism’s historyinTibet,butithassomefactual 
inaccuraciesandareasthatcouldbeimprovedforclarityandaccuracy.Forinstance,ontheSamyeMonastery, 
theauthor/sshouldtakenotethattheestablishmentoftheSamyeMonasteryinthe8thcenturyunderKing 
TrisongDetseniscorrectlynotedasasignificantmilestone.However,itisimportanttospecifythatthisperiod 
wasalsomarkedbytheinfluence ofIndianscholars 
suchasShantarakshitaandPadmasambhava.Dowarrantthe proposition 
withaccuratecitation/s.Inanotherexample,undertheSecondDissemination andIndianInfluence, 
whilethedescriptionofthe"SecondDissemination" ofBuddhisminthe11thcentury,primarilyinfluencedby 
IndianscholarslikeAtisha,isaccurate, itisimportanttonotethattheintegration ofBonelements occurred over 
timeandwas notsolelythe resultoftheSecondDissemination.Docheckit up toensurefactualaccuracy. 
Section 1.3:Thesectionprovides abroad overviewofthespread ofBuddhismfromIndiatoTibet andthe 
subsequent development ofTibetanBuddhism.However,thereareareaswherefactualaccuracyandcontent 
presentation couldbeimprovedforclarityandprecision.Forexample,thesectioncorrectlyidentifies 
ShantarakshitaandPadmasambhavaascrucialfiguresintheearlytransmissionofBuddhismtoTibet.However
, itisimportantfortheauthor/stoclarifythatPadmasambhava’srolewasmoreassociatedwiththeintroduction 
and establishmentof Vajrayana Buddhism, rather than primarily translating texts. Shantarakshitawas 
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 instrumentalinorganizingthefirsttranslationmovement andestablishingmonasticinstitutions (Kapstein, 

2000). Inanotherexample,theauthor/srightlymentioned theintegration ofIndianphilosophical 
systemssuchas MadhyamakaandYogacara.However,itshouldalsomention 
thatthesephilosophicalsystemswereadaptedtofit 
theTibetancontext,andthisprocesswasgradualandcomplex. 
Section1.4:Thesectionprovides anoverviewoftheimpactofTibetanmigrationtoIndiainthe20thcenturyon 
thespread andinfluence ofTibetan Buddhism. Whilethegeneralpointsarevalid,thereareareaswherefactual 
accuracy andcontentpresentation canbeimproved.Forinstance,thissectioncorrectlyidentifiestheChinese 
invasionofTibetin1950as the catalystforthemigrationofTibetanBuddhists,includingthe 14thDalai Lama,to 
India.However,itshouldclarifythatthismigrationoccurredinphases,withsignificantwavesofrefugees 
arrivingintheearly1950sandcontinuingthroughthe1960s.Historicalaccuracyisverycrucialtoavoidany 
formofmisinterpretation. Inanotherinstance,theNamgyalMonasteryiscorrectlyidentifiedasasignificant 
institutioninIndia.However,theTibetanInstituteofPerforming Artsshouldbementionedasdistinctfromthe 
NamgyalMonastery, anditshouldbeclarifiedthatitfocusesonpreservingandpromotingTibetanculturalarts 
ratherthanBuddhistpractices. 
Section1.5: Thisfinalsection, whichisalsotheconclusiontothepaper offers 
acomprehensiveconclusionabout theevolution ofBuddhismfromIndiatoTibet 
andbacktoIndia.Itprovidesasolidsummary ofthecultural and 
religioustransformationsinvolved.Thementionofthereintroduction ofBuddhismtoIndiabytheauthor/s, 
followingthe1959Tibetanexodusisaccurate,but could beclarified.Therevivalofinterestin BuddhisminIndia 
isindeedrelatedtotheTibetandiaspora, butitisalsoinfluencedbybroaderglobalinterestinBuddhismand 
Tibetanpractices.Itwouldbebeneficialtothereadersiftheauthor/scouldspecifythatthereintroduction of 
BuddhismtoIndiaalsoinvolvedthe effortsofTibetanBuddhistsin India,who contributedto thegrowinginterest 
inBuddhistteachings. TheconclusionwouldbeimprovedbydistinguishingbetweentherevivalofBuddhismin 
itshomeland(India)andthegrowingglobalappreciationforTibetanBuddhism.Anotherpointto raise hereisthat 
whiletheconclusioncorrectlyidentifiestheculturalandsocio-political dynamicsinvolvedinthespreadand 
exchangeofBuddhism,theterm“reintroduction” mightbetoonarrow,astheinteractionbetweenIndianand 
TibetanBuddhismalsoreflectsbroadertransnational andintercultural exchanges. Theauthor/smaywantto 
includespecific examples ofculturalandartisticexchanges (e.g.,theinfluenceofTibetan artandpractices on 
IndianandglobalBuddhistcommunities)wouldstrengthenthissection.Moreover, bymentioningprominent 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If 
youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion themin thereviewform. 
- 

Thereferences arequitedated. Theauthor/s maywanttolookoutformorerecentlypublished papersorbooks 
relevanttothetopicofthispaper toquotefrom inorder tosupportorwarrantthestatementstheauthor/s madein 
thispaper. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

Yes,itis generallyfine.  

Optional/Generalcomments TheauthorsmaywanttocheckforanypossibilityofHegelianambiguityofhistoricalinterpretations. Hegelian 
ambiguityoftenarisesfromthedialecticalmethod,whichseekstoreconcileopposingperspectives through 
synthesis.Suchambiguitymightcausehistoricalmisinterpretation ordistortionofeventsbeingreportedor 
recorded. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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