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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
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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. 
 

  

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

 

Yes, it is suitable  

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 is comprehensive  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Scientifically, this manuscript is correct, because it quotes, summarizes and analyzes several 
previously existing articles. 
However, I think the references used are too few. perhaps you could take similar articles from 
authors outside China as a comparison. 
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The author may be able to cite or find other relevant articles, or can also take articles from 
other universities or countries. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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