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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Need to correct basic errors: spacing, broken words, pagination, needs page 
numbers for in-text citation (using MLA style), etc 
 
 
 

 
 
Yes, I have polished the language of the article. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I feel I may not the best reviewer for this paper. Firstly, I don’t read Chinese. In addition, I 
found there to be a lack of justification for the methodology and a lack of researched 
information to enable the reader to contextualize the study and place it in a meaningful 
background. The study pre-supposes the reader is as familiar with the field of translation as 
the writer is. I was not convinced or persuaded as to the reliability of the process involved 
but then, this is not my field of work. I was however, interested and curious at the outset, 
but disappointed by the end. 

 
I have added background information in the revision version in order to put 
reader of this article in a sound context to understand this study. 
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