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1. Clarification on Sample Selection Criteria:
While the study analyzes 463 four-character terms, the paper would benefit from a clearer explanation of how these terms were selected. Were they chosen randomly, or based on frequency, complexity, or semantic ambiguity? Providing this information would enhance the replicability and validity of the methodology.

2. Cultural and Contextual Evaluation Framework:
The discussion touches on cultural nuances, but a more systematic framework or rubric for evaluating cultural/contextual preservation in translations would strengthen the qualitative analysis. The current analysis would benefit from more concrete examples where machine translation failed to capture the depth of traditional concepts.

3. Comparative Analysis with Professional Translators:
The study compares machine translations to "human translations," but it would be useful to clarify the qualifications of the human translators. Were they certified medical translators, TCM practitioners, or bilingual scholars? This distinction is important to gauge the benchmark quality against which the machine outputs were evaluated.
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