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1. A novel 4-DOF upper limb exoskeleton was proposed to reduce undesired interactional loads caused by exoskeleton incompatibility.
2. A prototype of the proposed exoskeleton was developed and tested, with interaction forces, torques and displacements at the physical human-exoskeleton connection interfaces being detected under static and dynamic modes.
3. Results indicated that the proposed exoskeleton can significantly decrease the undesired interactional load at the connective interfaces, making it suitable for upper limb rehabilitation.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article “Compatibility Evaluation of a 4-DOF Ergonomic Exoskeleton for Upper Limb Rehabilitation” is an informative and well-written piece that provides a comprehensive overview of the development of a novel 4-DOF ergonomic exoskeleton for upper limb rehabilitation. The authors provide a detailed description of the design process, as well as an analysis of the interaction forces, torques and displacements between the exoskeleton and upper limb during static and dynamic modes. The results indicate that this new design is effective in reducing undesired interactional loads at connective interfaces, making it suitable for use in upper limb rehabilitation therapy.
In terms of trustworthiness and reliability, this article appears to be unbiased and presents both sides equally. The authors provide evidence to support their claims throughout the article, such as citing relevant studies on self-tracing and self-adapting exoskeletons, as well as providing quantitative experimental data from their own tests on the prototype exoskeleton. Furthermore, potential risks are noted in Section IV when discussing compatibility issues with self-tracing and self-adapting exoskeletons. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or alternative solutions to reducing UI loads at connective interfaces other than introducing additional passive joints into the configuration design. However, given that this article focuses specifically on evaluating one particular design solution (i.e., introducing additional passive joints), this omission is understandable and does not detract from its overall quality or trustworthiness.
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· Upper limb rehabilitation therapy
· Self-tracing exoskeletons
· Self-adapting exoskeletons
· Interaction forces and torques
· Connective interface loads
· Alternative design solutions for exoskeletons
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