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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article provided a comparison of DCL in education between international and China’s contexts leading to understanding the current situations of DCL especially in China. It was also an emerging point inspiring any other studies relevant in DCL development since it was quite an initial stage in China. The tone of presentation was fine, consistent, and well-structured.     
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It was suitable. However, if the comprehensive suggestions beneficial for DCL development are identified, it will be more useful for the policy maker, rather than only a comparative review. 
	

	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.


	It was suitable. The author stated that they offered guidance for enhancing digital citizenship education. This is the value of the study. However, the data presentation might not be enough for supporting this aim. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For introduction part,
It seemed like there was insufficient data illustrating how DCL is important for China or Chinese education. Rather than China’s policy, what will China society, especially Chinese education, be better if it is contributed by DCL, etc. Furthermore, please provide more significant gaps of DCL development in the China context. For example, how competent the DCL, or its relevant issues like digital literacy, etc., were evaluated in Chinese people. This can be one of the reasons why DCL is now important in your country.
 
For comparison-conception part,
The author compared those two groups based on Bloom's taxonomy of learning domains which is mainly used to illustrate learning context. It was beneficial for this work.  However, it might be more comprehensive whether the author can provide substantial differences between two groups of, i.e., current social perspectives or trends toward DCL or DCL development stated in the existing studies, etc. These can be pointed out for future’s DCL development.

 

For comparison-measurement part,

The author should provide the similarity and differences of DCL dimensions. For example, what issues/attributes were included in the assessment for international and Chinese contexts. What was excluded, or their gaps, etc. Criticizing the ways of tool development was still fine but not the main point of this research’s purpose.

 
For suggestion part,
It was beneficial for the study that the author provided similarities and differences of DCL concepts between international and China aspects. However, it would be better if they can suggest the right solutions for developing DCL in China. Despite being provided in 4.2, it was quite insufficient for further implementation especially in policy making concepts for the country. For instance, it could be more focused based on China contexts. What is the strength or drawback of Chinese education in terms of DCL development or what was the limitation of the country’s perspective opposing/incompatible for development of DCL or some digital literacy, etc.  According to different points of views and theoretical concepts provided in the literature reviews, what concepts would be the most suitable for adapting for your country, etc. Or these were already provided elsewhere in this article, please defend. 
	

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

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


	It was suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	N/A
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

I think no.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I think no.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I think no. 
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7
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