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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.


	This manuscript offers a timely and methodologically rigorous examination of the dual-track development of digitalization and greening within one of China's most influential urban regions—the Yangtze River Delta. By leveraging advanced empirical techniques such as the entropy method, Tobit regression, and spatial autocorrelation analysis, the study provides strong quantitative backing to discussions that are often dominated by qualitative narratives. The integration of spatial-temporal analysis and regional heterogeneity gives the study broad relevance across academic, policy, and planning communities. Its insights on regional imbalances, development stages, and policy implications serve as vital reference points for developing countries pursuing sustainable urbanization strategies in the digital age.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope and methods of the study. It is specific and appropriately technical for a research audience. However, for conciseness, a refined alternative could be:

“Evolution and Drivers of Coordinated Digital and Green Development in the Yangtze River Delta”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, clearly presenting the background, methods, main findings, and implications. Suggested improvements:

· Remove redundancy (e.g., repeated phrasing such as "to promote the coordinated development of digitalization and greening…").

· Ensure consistent terminology, e.g., use “coupling coordination degree” throughout rather than alternating with “coordinated development level.”

You might also consider concluding with a stronger forward-looking statement about broader applicability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates a solid empirical foundation, employing:

· The entropy method for objective index weighting;

· A revised coupling coordination model to avoid inflated scores;

· Kernel density and spatial autocorrelation to assess geographic evolution;

· Tobit regression for censored dependent variables.

All models are correctly implemented, assumptions stated, and results meaningfully interpreted. The manuscript also discusses robustness checks and regional heterogeneity, which strengthens the validity of its conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript draws from a balanced and up-to-date collection of scholarly work, mainly from 2022–2025, including both theoretical and empirical studies. The use of both Chinese and international literature improves contextualization. Suggested additions:

· Consider referencing work on digital-urban sustainability from other megaregions globally (e.g., Ruhr region in Germany or Tokyo Bay) for comparative strength.

· Include United Nations or World Bank reports to enhance policy dimension.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is well-written and adheres to academic English standards. Sentence structures are clear, terminology is appropriate, and transitions are logically organized. However, minor proofreading is needed:

· Adjust hyphenation (e.g., “low-carbon” not “low carbon” when used adjectivally).

· Maintain verb tense consistency across sections.

· Reduce repetition in background and conclusions for conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures & Tables: Well-constructed and clearly labelled, but consider consolidating repetitive data (e.g., Table 3 and Figure 3 could be synthesized).

Policy Suggestions: Strong and actionable. You might recommend a dashboard or monitoring tool for ongoing tracking of the coordination metrics.

Terminology: Occasionally dense—ensure abbreviations (like D, UR, TS) are defined early and used consistently.
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