Reviewers' comments:

Reviewer #1:

Scientific Quality: Grade B (Very good)

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing)

Conclusion: Accept (General priority)

Novelty of This Manuscript: Grade B (Good)

Creativity or Innovation of This Manuscript: Grade B (Good)

Scientific Significance of the Conclusion in This Manuscript: Grade B (Good)
Paper will writen, the introduction will presented, methods well detailed, the
conclusion supported the problematic. Some old references must be updated.

Thanks for the comment. This is a very important comment. As the reviewer said,we
should further improve the paper. Finally,we really appreciate the opinion from the

reviewer.

Reviewer #2:

Scientific Quality: Grade D (Fair)

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing)

Conclusion: Minor revision

Novelty of This Manuscript: Grade C (Fair)

Creativity or Innovation of This Manuscript: Grade D (No creativity or innovation)
Scientific Significance of the Conclusion in This Manuscript: Grade B (Good)

1. The operational definition of YIS is unclear. please clarify the definition 2. The
columns in table 1 are not spaced correctly, please check 3. The letters in figures are
too small, barely seen. please re-draw the figures 4. More detailed explanation of
Table 3 is needed. (Table 3 has typo. Contol group. please check).

Thanks for the comment very much. We have revised the manuscript according to the
the reviewer’s comments and suggestions. As for the flow chart and figure problem in
this paper, we are very grateful for the valuable comments made by the reviewer, and
we also made revisions according to the reviewers' comments. Finally, | would like to
express my heartfelt thanks again to the teachers of the editorial department and the
reviewers for their valuable opinions and experience. | hope that this article could be

published in your journal. Thank you!!!






