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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The article focuses on bridging the gap between traditional Chinese medicine terminology and English translations. It also provides a thorough analysis of tonifying methods in TCM, not only enhances cross-cultural understanding but also contributes to the standardization of terminology in the field. Again, it adds robustness to the research findings, making it a valuable resource for scholars, practitioners, and translators in the broader medical community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes of course. 
	

	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.


	It sounds.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, because it followed a rigorous process.  The study had a clear research design that specified the objectives, methodology, and research questions of the study. The study focused on collecting relevant data for analysis. The author collected data English translations of terms related to tonifying methods in Traditional Chinese Medicine from a variety of sources such as textbooks, academic articles, and databases. Since the author has followed a regourous  and a scientifically correct procedures, it makes a valuable contribution to the field of Traditional Chinese Medicine translation studies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it is sufficient. 
	

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


	It sounds. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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