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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The problem statement of this manuscript is consistent with the research direction of community consumption behavior. The author has also collected a lot of data on consumption, taxes, per capita income and the results of the research process are quite elaborate.

However, the topic only uses secondary data, not survey data. The three questions raised for this research are too large to be researched in one article. In addition, the scope and research subjects are too broad, therefore, it is necessary to limit the research area and research subjects to give more specific results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	In my opinion, the title of the document should be: "Comprehensive assessment of people's consumption potential" which would be more appropriate because the data used is past data and forecasts for future consumption potential of residents and cannot consider other influencing factors when there are fluctuations.
	

	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.

	The article summary should include a summary of the research results.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections should provide a general structure for a proposed research topic as follows:
1. INTRODUCTION
2. GENERAL THEORY
3. RESEARCH MODEL
4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
5. CONCLUSIONS
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This study uses secondary statistical data to re-examine the factors affecting the consumption ability and consumption decisions of residents. The article is quite elaborate and serious. However, the author needs to revise and supplement the article to have a more solid scientific basis:
1. The Introduction is still sketchy;
2. Add a brief section on the theory of community consumption behavior;
3. Describe in more detail the usage model including independent variables and observed variables;
4. Add sources of theoretical arguments and sources of all tables and figures in this study;
5. The result tables in the study are too blurry, need to be redrawn;
6. Regression equations need to be rewritten to be clearer.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The documents in the research paper are too sketchy. It is necessary to supplement:
1. Theoretical documents on consumption capacity and consumption motivation;
2. Brief review of general studies;
3. Specify the source of data used for analysis and evaluation in this article.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
Some phrases used have unclear meanings


	

	Optional/General comments

	The article will be accepted as meeting the requirements and standards of the journal and will need to be edited and supplemented to meet the above requirements.
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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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