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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

(i) The objectives of the paper are not clearly
stated. This must be addressed by rewriting
the Introduction section of the paper.

(ii) The literature Review should be reorganised
with the major concept of Administrative
Examination and Approval System analysed
adequately. From the argument of the
paper, one can guess that the dependent
variable is Economic/Social Development.
But this has not been given adequate
attention especially in the literature review.

(iii) The methodology of the paper has not been
properly discussed. This leaves one to
wonder how much use news reportage is to
aresearch on Evolution of administrative
and Approval System.

Thanks for these important revision suggestions.

I've rewritten the Introduction section to stateeth

objective of the paper, i.e. to judge the ratidgabdf
CAEAS and its reform in the perspective of reviegvi
the history of CAEAS.

The literature review is reorganized to illustrate
unique of Chinese Administrative Examination ¢

Approval System. It also presents the researchressg

of CAEAS reform in China, including the suggestid
and views. In fact, economic/social development
regarded as the condition and the result of CAE
reform, not the independent variable or depend
variable.
I've explained the research method and data reseurg
All those revision are marked in yellow.

Minor REVISION comments

The language of the Paper needs to be refined. The author
must adopt better language in the presentation of his/her
argument.

I've tried my best to refine the language

Optional /General comments

The topic of the paper is an interesting one. The author have
in his/her reach, a great deal of data which could make the
paper of a useful value.

Thanks.
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