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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	1. The manuscript addresses a real-life situation
2. The manuscript provides up to date information on China’s trade of robots

3. The manuscript focuses on a contemporary issue (robot) and provides insight into discuss on a contemporary issue.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the research captures adequately what the study focus is all about and is suitable in the form stated
	

	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 ok in the form it is. However, it can be improved by disclosing the main objective of the study and stating the methodology employed by the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript attempts to follow the process of research writing, but a few sections are omitted. The problem that the research addressed in the introduction section is not clear, the main objective is not stated, theoretical review to explain the logic behind the data comparison is missing, empirical review is missing to identify a research gap and tell us how this study intends to contribute to literature, the methodology section to show the method used also missing. No research questions to give readers an expectation on what the data comparison is positioned to achieve.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ten referenced author seems not to show sufficient level of deep insight on the subject matter. However, the referenced material are up to date with recent research work cited. 
	

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


	The language of the research is up to standard and fluent suitable for publication 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have done an interesting writeup, but it can be improved in quality by attending to the issues raised especially on sections not earlier included.
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