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3. Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
	Please provide an overall evaluation of the manuscript briefly (100-200 words):
For the manuscripts that cannot be published, please specify the inadequacies.

	Generally speaking, the authors have made a detailed description and research on this topic. The content of this paper is sufficient and the format is relatively standard. However, there are still some problems in this paper. It is suggested that the authors revise this article carefully according to the relevant opinions.

	Please provide reasons for acceptance or rejection as well as any suggestions that you might feel are appropriate for revisions or improvements.
Perspectives: title, abstract, literature review, research methods, figures, tables, language efficiency, structural logic, innovation points, etc.

	1. The contents in the “Abstract” should be put into just one paragraph. We have corrected it. Please check and confirm.
2. According to the publishing standards, all subheadings should be numbered successively as below. The subtitles in the paper should be put in a separate line independent from the main text. Please check and revise.

The primary titles should be numbered like "1.", "2.", "3."...

The secondary titles should be numbered like "1.1","1.2" "2.1", "2.2"...

The Level 3 titles should be numbered like "1.1.1","1.1.2" "2.1.1", "2.1.2"...

3. The authors are advised to give a specific, concise and accurate title for the part of “Main Body”, which should identify the main ideas of this part.
4. Please check the full text carefully to ensure that there are no spelling and grammatical errors.
5. Please check and confirm whether the contents in the References are completely and correctly presented, especially the places marked in green.
6. For every entry in the reference list, there should be a corresponding in-text citation. There are no in-text citations for references [2], [6] and [8] in the main body. Please check and revise.
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