Editor’s Comment:
 I describe my comments for the authors to revise the paper.
 
1. The size of the abstract is too long. The current size is 652 words, which is too long and more than one page, which is not appropriate. Abstract should be brief, clear, and concise to describe why the issue is raised for investigation and discussion, how to investigate and discuss, and the main findings of the investigation and discussion. Therefore, I request that the authors must shorten the size of the abstract to within 250 words.
2. Three reviewers did not think that the current title of the paper was very suitable, and two of these three reviewers suggested a title, but the authors did not take their suggestions and did not provide any explanation. In my opinion, the current title of the paper is not very suitable. I believe that the following title should be more suitable for the paper, and I request that the authors change the title, such as,
“The Education System of Products of Legal Design in China: A Legal Analysis Review from Tradition to Modernity”.
3. The introduction section needs to be revised. In the introduction section, the authors not only need to explain the background and why this issue is so important to be raised for investigation and discussion, but also need to develop research questions for this paper. But I do not see any research questions for the paper in the introduction section. In addition, one reviewer commented “This paper will give a good historical background of the education in China. The scientific community will benefit from the information given. However, it needs scientific facts that can be used to collect data to prove the challenges.” I believe that what the reviewer meant was to ask the authors providing some statistical data evidence to make the paper look more scientific. Thus, the authors should follow the reviewer’s comment to provide some statistical data evidence.
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