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Research on Strategies to Enhance the Digital Well-being of Chinese Elderly Groups in the Age of Digital Economy

The paper explores the critical issue of digital inclusion for the elderly, a demographic that is often overlooked in tech policy and product design. This topic is both socially relevant and academically important. The manuscript also offers a good review of existing literature, and policies, giving readers a well-rounded understanding of the issue. It includes real-world examples, such as “Time Bank” models and government initiatives, which help with practical relevance. There is clear structure to the paper which is logically divided into clear sections with background, challenges, and solutions. This makes it easy to follow and understand. Finally, the inclusion of policy and cultural context where the paper effectively reflects the Chinese government’s role and initiatives in improving digital access for the elderly, grounding the discussion in local policy and cultural context.

Areas for Improvement

1. I would strongly encourage the authors in including simple charts, diagrams, or tables (e.g., types of elderly user personas, case study outcomes, or the digital divide by region). This would enhance understanding and provide visual engagement. 

2. Some parts of the manuscript require rephrasing as it contains awkward or overly complex sentences. Simplifying the language, correcting grammatical errors, and using more concise phrasing would significantly improve readability.

3. I see that in the paper, several ideas especially around barriers and government involvement, are repeated across multiple sections. By condensing these points would make the paper sharper and easier to digest.

4. While the abstract covers the main points, it could be more compelling by summarizing the findings or contributions more clearly. I strongly recommend the authors to add a sentence about the paper’s conclusions or specific proposed strategies would help.

5. The paper summarizes many external sources and studies, but its original contributions (such as new frameworks or models) could be more explicitly highlighted. Clarifying what is new in this study would strengthen its academic value.

Overall, this is a well-researched and relevant paper that makes a strong case for inclusive digital transformation for elderly populations. With clearer writing, reduced repetition, and more emphasis on original contributions, it has the potential to become an excellent resource in the field of digital inclusion and public policy.
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