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Reviewer’s comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

This manuscript is important for scientific community due to highlighting the diverse modalities
used in China’s news reports and TV talk shows as forms of discursive strategies.

The title of this article is suitable. However, author is advised to focus more on specific area of
study; thus changing the title to “Discursive Strategies in China’s Live Commerce Anchors
Multimodality”.

The abstract of this article is somewhat comprehensive. Nevertheless, theoretical and
conceptual frameworks, as well as specific research method should always be clearly stated.
Please consider revising.

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriately made.

The manuscript can be viewed as ‘loosely scientific’, due to the factors of mild subjectivity,
some misspelled words, use of informal sentences, and observable inconsistencies.

The references are not sufficient and recent. Consider using more reliable sources published in
the last five years.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

Avoid using informal expressions
Avoid presenting highly debatable data and conclusions.
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