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PART  1: 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. A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may 
be required for this part. 

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides a detailed 
analysis of the translation of culture-loaded words (CLW) in a prominent work of 
science fiction, "The Three-Body Problem." The study highlights the challenges and 
methods of translating culturally specific terms, which is crucial for cross-cultural 
communication and the dissemination of Chinese culture internationally. The insights 
gained from this research can be applied to other literary works and fields, enhancing 
our understanding of effective translation strategies. 

 

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

The title is suitable as it clearly indicates the focus of the study on the 
translation of culture-loaded words in "The Three-Body Problem" from the 
perspective of functional equivalence. 

 

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 abstract is comprehensive and well-written. It provides a clear overview of 
the study's objectives, methodology, findings, and implications. No additions or 
deletions are suggested. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, 
correct? Please write here. 

The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology, including the use of stratified 
sampling and functional equivalence theory, is well-explained and appropriately 
applied. The analysis of CLW and translation methods is thorough and supported by 
relevant examples. 

 

Are the references sufficient 
and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional 
references, please mention 

The references are sufficient and recent, covering key works in translation theory and 
cultural studies. No additional references are suggested. 

 



 

 

them in the review form. 

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

The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly 
communications. The text is clear, well-structured, and free of significant grammatical 
errors. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is well-researched and provides valuable insights into the translation of 
culture-loaded words. The use of examples from "The Three-Body Problem" effectively 
illustrates the challenges and solutions in achieving functional equivalence. The study 
contributes to the field of translation studies and cross-cultural communication. 
No competing interest issues were identified in this manuscript. 

 

 
PART  2:  

 

 

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) 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Vincenzo De Masi 

Department, University & Country Beijing Normal University &  Hong Kong Baptist University, China 

 
 


