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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it provides an in-depth analysis of how
Industry 4.0 technologies are revolutionizing the automotive industry, with a particular focus on China.
By examining the integration of automation, robotics, and advanced manufacturing processes, the
manuscript offers valuable insights into the practical implications and potential benefits of these
technologies. The focus on demographic and economic trends in China further enriches the
understanding of global industry transformations.

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

The title of the article, "HOW THE CORE TECHNOLOGIES OF INDUSTRY 4.0 ARE CHANGING THE
AUTOMOTIVE INDUSTRY IN THE WORLD, WITH A FOCUS ON CHINA," is suitable as it clearly
conveys the main subject and scope of the research. However, a more concise and focused alternative
could be:"Transforming the Automotive Industry with Industry 4.0: A Focus on China"

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 of the article is comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key points of the
manuscript. It highlights the impact of Industry 4.0 on automation, the role of industrial and service
robots, and the specific focus on China. However, there are a few suggestions to enhance it further:

e Suggestions for the Abstract

Inclusion of Challenges: Adding a brief mention of the potential challenges and limitations in
implementing Industry 4.0 technologies could provide a more balanced overview.

Suggested Addition: "While the integration of Industry 4.0 technologies offers significant
advancements, challenges such as high implementation costs, cybersecurity risks, and the need for
skilled workforce training must be addressed."

¢ Emphasis on Key Findings: Highlighting one or two of the most significant findings or insights from
the study can strengthen the abstract.
Suggested Addition: "The study reveals that the adoption of these technologies has led to a 30%
increase in production efficiency and a 20% reduction in operational costs in Chinese automotive
manufacturing."

e Summary of Methodology: Including a brief mention of the methodology used for analysis can
enhance the comprehensiveness.
Suggested Addition: "Using a data-driven approach and analysis of demographic and economic
trends, the manuscript provides a detailed examination of these technological impacts."

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The manuscript is well-
organized, logically progressing from the introduction of Industry 4.0 concepts to their specific
applications in the automotive industry, particularly in China. Each section is clearly defined and
contributes to building a comprehensive understanding of the subject matter.
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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 minimumof 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its thorough literature review,
detailed analysis, and reliance on credible data sources. The data-driven approach, supported by
statistics and trends from authoritative organizations such as the International Federation of Robotics
and the UN Economic Commission for Europe, ensures the reliability of the findings. The manuscript
systematically examines the integration of Industry 4.0 technologies in the automotive industry,
providing clear evidence of their impacts. Furthermore, the inclusion of demographic and economic
trends adds depth to the analysis, highlighting the manuscript's comprehensive and well-rounded
approach.

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

The references provided in the manuscript are sufficient and recent, covering a wide range of relevant
studies and reports. They include data and insights from authoritative sources, which enhances the
credibility and reliability of the research.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.

Optional/Generalcomments

e Visual Aids: Consider incorporating more visual aids such as charts, graphs, and diagrams
to complement the textual data and enhance the reader's understanding. Visual
representations of key data points and trends can make complex information more
accessible and engaging.

e Practical Implications: Including a section on the practical implications of the research
findings could be beneficial. Discussing how industry practitioners can apply the insights
from this study to improve their operations would add practical value to the manuscript.

e Future Research Directions: Adding a brief section on future research directions could
provide valuable insights for other researchers. Highlighting areas that require further
exploration or emerging trends in Industry 4.0 technologies could inspire subsequent
studies and collaborations.

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)
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