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	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.


	The manuscript is relevant as it addresses the critical issue of DCL which is an important component of the modern digital era. The author has compared the Chinese and international perspectives, which provides valuable insights into how DCL is conceptualized and measured. It has also contributed to the ongoing discourse on digital literacy and citizenship education, and promotes equity and sustainability in digital society development. The findings also have significant implications for improving the educational practices at global level.
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	1. The paper could address potential challenges in implementing DCL framework in different educational stetting across globe.
2. To improve the accessibility for readers who are unfamiliar with comparative studies, figures or tables summarizing the key findings can be used. 

3. Focus on practical applications of DCL is required. 
The manuscript is strong, well-written and addresses important areas. 

Provides clear and deeper analysis.

Incorporates global studies on DCL frameworks, but needs to add the recent ones. 

Emphasis on practical applications of DCL is required.
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No. The study relies on secondary data from published literature and there is no involvement of humans or sensitive information.
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