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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	The manuscript is releted with the Theoretical Key Issues and Practical Development Trends of China’s Digital Economy (Quantumctek)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	Article title suggestion is : An Analysis, Improvement and Contribution of Quantumctek Projects in Booster of Communication Business and Industry in China

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	No. Need some corrections, Please refer to the recommendations that stated in the manuscript and Abstract. 
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	Satisfactory, Need some improvement.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	There are many confusion in the flow of ideas and discussion for respective table and figures with some paragrapgh is vogue.  Need alignment with the objectives and outcomes of study from other scholar findings. To many figure diagrams  and tables as mentioned with no elaboration and discussions.  No contributions of study as stated by the researcher. 

	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	There are some errors on the academic writing technique  the diagram and results. Which is a novelty and new idea contributions by the researcher, its hard to investigate. There are confused between Bibliography and references in the manuscripts.
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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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