
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Current Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOCR_12928

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Study on the Normalization of Zhuang Intangible Cultural Heritage Terminology Translation Based on the Norm Theory

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This article is about the investigation of the terminology translation of the Zhuang ICH in China. The aim was to find a solution for the standardisation of terminology in the translation of Zhuang ICH. This article also introduces the norms theory, which attempts to define the translation criteria for terminology standardisation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	Not yet mentioned in the abstract are the three sub-norms of norm theory, namely the initial norm, the preliminary norm and the operational norm. The relationships between the norms and the standardisation methodology have not been explained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient, especially in the literature review section. More references should be included for the translation of the intangible cultural heritage of other countries.
	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research has its importance, but the research design should be clearer. And some representations are not so objective, e.g. when it comes to the standardised terminology database or corpus, it is to leave this task to individual researchers or agents. Even if the database was set up, transparency and openness was another problem. In addition, the researcher of this article should create a specific creteria to identify the TCH terms.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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