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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by conceptually advancing understanding of how digital transformation enables the emergence of “new quality productivity” within manufacturing — a critical yet underexplored area in current scholarship. By integrating the Resource-Based View and Dynamic Capabilities Theory, it offers a theoretically rich mechanism model that connects digital innovation pathways with productivity upgrading under high-quality development strategies. At a time when global manufacturing systems are undergoing intelligent and green transformation, this paper provides timely insights and a policy-oriented framework with relevant implications for both scholars and practitioners. It thereby enriches academic discourse on digital strategy, industrial upgrading, and productivity theory in the context of the Fifth Industrial Revolution. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes — the title is suitable as it clearly conveys the article’s core focus on how digital transformation drives new quality productivity in manufacturing, accurately reflecting both the mechanism-oriented approach and the context (manufacturing industry). It is informative, aligned with the content, and uses key scholarly terms that enhance discoverability. However, if empirical work is added later, the title might be further strengthened by specifying whether it is a conceptual analysis or model-based study to manage readers’ expectations. 
	

	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, as it clearly covers all of the key elements expected in a high-quality scholarly abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, as it is grounded in established theoretical frameworks (Resource-Based View, Dynamic Capabilities Theory), builds its arguments logically, and aligns well with current policy directions and scholarly literature. The mechanism model linking digital transformation to new-quality productivity is consistent with existing empirical findings in related studies, and the conceptual discussions are rigorous and well supported by citations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a solid foundation of references and covers several classic and widely cited works on digital transformation (e.g., Matt et al., 2015; Tabrizi et al., 2019), the Resource-Based View (Wernerfelt, Barney), and Dynamic Capabilities Theory (Teece et al.). It also incorporates some recent Chinese literature (2023–2024) related to new-quality productivity, which helps contextualize the study.
	

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


	Yes — the English language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The terminology is academically appropriate, the theoretical concepts are expressed clearly, and the structure follows conventions of formal academic writing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript provides a timely, policy-relevant, and theoretically grounded conceptual analysis that advances current understanding of how digital transformation enables “new quality productivity” in manufacturing. Its integration of RBV and Dynamic Capabilities Theory adds academic value, and the proposed mechanism-based model offers practical insights for both scholars and policymakers. To further enhance the paper’s contribution and international appeal, the authors are encouraged to (1) streamline repetitive sections in the literature review, (2) explicitly position the manuscript as a conceptual/theoretical study, (3) consider adding recent international references on Industry 4.0 and productivity upgrading, and (4) outline limitations and future empirical research directions in the conclusion.
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