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	Author’s Feedback (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 study delivers significant contributions to both academic research and practical applications. Theoretically, it pioneers the revelation of spatiotemporal evolutionary patterns in the coordinated development of Digitalization-Greening within the Yangtze River Delta urban agglomeration during the 2014–2023 period, demonstrating a characteristic "initially weakening then strengthening" trajectory in spatial agglomeration effects. In terms of policy value, empirical findings reveal that "technological innovation exhibits no significant impact on the coupling coordination degree in peripheral cities" (Table 9), thereby pinpointing the key barrier to resolving regional innovation imbalances. Methodologically, the refined coupling coordination model effectively addresses overestimation biases inherent in traditional models under low-development-level conditions, providing a more scientifically robust analytical framework for related research domains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is recommended that the title be revised to: “Spatiotemporal Evolution and Multidimensional Drivers of Digitalization-Greening Synergy in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration”—whereby the modification strategically highlights the study's dual focus on the urban agglomeration scale and multidimensional driving mechanisms, thereby aligning with the manuscript's core theoretical contributions.
	

	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.


	The abstract must incorporate the core empirical finding: “The spatial Moran's I index decreased from 0.284 in 2014 to 0.188 in 2023 (P<0.1), indicating significantly weakened agglomeration effects.” Additionally, it should emphasize the policy implication regarding “establishing cross-city technology transfer platforms to address innovation ineffectiveness in peripheral cities.” Finally, the redundant concluding clause ('to boost...provide experience') is recommended for deletion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No revision required; 

The original design shall be maintained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references satisfactorily ensured the timeliness, coverage, and methodological support of the research. However, it is advised to supplement one international comparative study to strengthen policy dialogue.
	

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


	Huge potential(substantial improvement space); promoted layer by layer (policy cascading).
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is recommended that the following statement be added to the methodology section (section 3.1.4): “In accordance with spatial econometric conventions, a two-tailed test with P<0.1 was applied to determine the significance of the Global Moran's I (Anselin, 1988). Sensitivity analysis confirmed that using P<0.05 did not alter the directional conclusion of 'progressively weakening agglomeration effects,' despite reducing significance in later years.”

The study demonstrates outstanding theoretical innovation, while the model depth and data timeliness fully meet disciplinary standards. With targeted revisions, it is acceptable for publication without further review.
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