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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 is valuable as it examines the intersection of entrepreneurial agility, e-business model innovation, and competitive advantage in the hypermarket industry, a sector facing rapid technological transformation. By focusing on Port-Harcourt, Nigeria, it adds regional relevance and empirical insights from an emerging market context, where digital adoption and competitive strategies are still evolving. The findings extend existing literature by emphasizing entrepreneurial agility as a moderating factor, which can guide both academics and practitioners in understanding how agility enhances the impact of digital innovations. This research thus contributes to theory-building and offers practical implications for sustainable competitiveness in retail.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but lengthy. A more concise alternative could be:
“Entrepreneurial Agility as a Moderator between E-Business Model Innovation and Competitive Advantage: Evidence from the Hypermarket Industry in Nigeria”
	

	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 is comprehensive, presenting objectives, methodology, findings, and implications. However, it could be strengthened by briefly stating the theoretical framework (if any) and highlighting practical contributions more succinctly. Also, specifying the type of agility measured (e.g., strategic, operational) would improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract, the study appears scientifically correct, with appropriate methodology (survey + SEM) and logical conclusions. However, details of measurement validity, reliability, and model fit indices would need to be explored in depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The abstract does not reveal reference details. For robustness, the manuscript should include recent (last 5 years) references on entrepreneurial agility, e-business model innovation, and competitive advantage in retail and emerging markets. Key works from Journal of Business Research, Technological Forecasting & Social Change, and International Journal of Retail & Distribution Management could be added.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, though minor editing for conciseness and flow (e.g., avoiding repetition such as “across the globe” twice) would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1 The originality claim is strong; however, it should be contextualized with a more critical literature gap.

2 The practical implications are relevant, but the global generalization may be toned down, as the study is based on Port-Harcourt data.

3 Future research directions could be added to strengthen the abstract.
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