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	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	Compared to the original submission, the revised manuscript shows notable improvements in content development and structural clarity. However, a significant concern remains regarding the inconsistency between in-text citations and the reference list, which seriously undermines the credibility and objectivity of the manuscript.

Several references cited in the text are still missing from the reference list, and the formatting of both in-text citations and bibliographic entries lacks consistency with APA style guidelines. Furthermore, the reference list is not properly arranged in alphabetical order, and multiple entries show incomplete or incorrect formatting(See notes in the revision file).
Specifically, the following references cited in the manuscript are not included in the bibliography:

Peng K, Ding L, Zhong Q, Shen L, Liu X, Zhang M, Tao D (2023) Towards making the most of ChatGPT for machine translation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.13780

Li, Y., Young, C., & Lu, W. (2022). Using Grammatical and Semantic Correction Model to Improve Chinese-to-Taiwanese Machine Translation Fluency. , 75-83.

Xin, N. (2011). On the Standardization of Terminology Translation. Chinese Science & Technology Translators Journal.

Liu, S. H., & Chen, L. M. (2017). Chinese folktales (W. Y. Lv & S. Wang, Trans.). Wuhan Education Press.

A separate list of Internet website sources is required in the reference list. QTLaunchPad project (www.qt21.eu),
Things not mentioned also need to be checked
These issues reflect a lack of careful scholarly practice and must be addressed thoroughly. A further, more rigorous revision is strongly recommended to ensure the manuscript meets academic standards for citation accuracy and integrity.
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