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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 by contextualizing the emerging concept of “new-quality productive forces” and linking it to global trade development. I find it valuable because it addresses a timely and policy-relevant theme, especially in light of the shifting global trade order, digital transformation, and rising standard-setting competition. The analysis of mechanisms, challenges, and policy pathways provides the scientific community with both theoretical depth and practical insights. However, while the manuscript is well-structured and comprehensive, I feel it would benefit from clearer empirical validation or illustrative case studies to strengthen its applicability beyond conceptual arguments. Overall, I like this manuscript for its originality and forward-looking perspective, though I encourage the authors to enhance its evidence base for broader scholarly impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "New-type Productive Forces Promote Trade Development," is broadly suitable as it reflects the manuscript’s focus on the interrelationship between new-quality productive forces and international trade development. However, it could be enhanced for greater specificity and academic precision, as the paper explores mechanisms, challenges, and policy recommendations in detail. A suggested alternative title is: "The Impact of New-Quality Productive Forces on International Trade: Mechanisms, Challenges, and Policy Responses". This revision better communicates the scope and depth of the research, helping readers immediately grasp the manuscript’s scholarly contribution.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, offering a clear summary of the main arguments, pathways, challenges, and policy recommendations presented in the manuscript. It effectively highlights the enabling mechanisms, practical constraints, and proposed strategies for integrating new-quality productive forces with trade systems. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of the specific methodological approach used (e.g., theoretical analysis, policy review), as this would clarify the research foundation for readers. Additionally, listing some of the most novel findings or contributions—such as how digital trade and rule competition reshape global value chains—would further strengthen the abstract by illustrating the article’s unique value and scholarly impact. Removal of overly broad statements is unnecessary, but streamlining technical terms for greater reader accessibility could be considered.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness by grounding its arguments in established theoretical foundations, such as Perez’s paradigm shifts and Baldwin’s views on globalization, and by integrating recent literature on technological innovation, trade, and productivity. The logical flow between mechanisms, challenges, and policy responses is coherent and well-structured, which enhances its technical soundness. The manuscript also effectively connects conceptual insights with practical policy implications, showing analytical rigor. However, while the theoretical robustness is clear, the scientific strength of the paper could be further enhanced by incorporating empirical validation or illustrative case examples to substantiate the claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes sufficient and influential references, drawing from key works by Perez, Baldwin, Feldman & Yoon, Autor & Salomons, Keller, and Stiglitz. These sources cover foundational theories and critical analyses in the fields of technological innovation, global value chains, digital trade, and economic policy. However, the reference list could be further enhanced by incorporating more recent journal articles published in the past two years, especially empirical research on digital trade transformation and policy responses to new productive forces. Suggested additions include works such as “Digital Trade Integration in Asia” (World Bank, 2023), recent WTO and OECD reports on digital standards and value chain shifts, and articles in journals like World Development, Technovation, and Journal of International Business Policy addressing post-pandemic shifts in trade and technology adoption. Integrating these would improve the timeliness and breadth of the scholarly support for the manuscript’s arguments
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, exhibiting clear and formal academic style appropriate for the journal’s audience. The manuscript effectively uses precise terminology and well-structured sentences to convey complex ideas about new-quality productive forces and trade development. However, there are occasional instances where sentence construction could be streamlined for enhanced readability and flow, particularly in long or densely packed paragraphs. Some technical terms and phrases might benefit from slight simplification or clearer explanation to improve accessibility for a broader international readership without sacrificing rigor. Overall, with minor editorial polishing focused on coherence and conciseness, the manuscript would meet high standards of academic English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides a timely and well-structured exploration of how new-quality productive forces are reshaping international trade, offering valuable insights into the evolving dynamics of global trade efficiency, structure, and digital transformation. The paper excels in clearly articulating the enabling mechanisms, practical challenges, and policy responses, presenting a coherent narrative supported by relevant literature and China’s recent policy initiatives. However, to strengthen the manuscript, greater emphasis on clarifying the methodological approach would enhance transparency and rigor. Additionally, expanding the discussion with more recent empirical studies and refining some dense paragraphs for improved readability would increase accessibility for a broader academic audience. Overall, this paper makes a significant scholarly contribution by connecting technological innovation with trade development while providing actionable policy recommendations, and with revisions, it is well suited for publication.
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