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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 because it provides large-sample empirical evidence on how China’s common prosperity initiatives affect digital firms’ financial performance, an increasingly important research area. It advances theory by connecting legitimacy, efficiency, and policy uncertainty to corporate social responsibility outcomes. The study also contributes practical insights for policymakers and managers operating in highly regulated digital environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s focus on common prosperity, legitimacy, uncertainty, and financial performance in digital firms.

If a refined alternative is needed, you may consider:
“Common Prosperity and Firm Performance: The Role of Legitimacy, Efficiency, and Policy Uncertainty in China’s Digital Sector”


	

	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 clearly summarizes the motivation, data, methodology, and key findings of the study. One suggestion is to briefly highlight the practical implications for managers or policymakers to strengthen its applied relevance. Mentioning the size of the dataset in the abstract could also enhance clarity and academic impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and follows rigorous empirical methods, including panel regression models, fixed effects, robustness checks, and moderation analysis. The theoretical grounding is strong, connecting legitimacy theory, RBV, and institutional theory with empirical evidence. The results are consistent and logically supported by analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include a strong mix of recent sources, many from 2021–2024, supporting the theoretical and empirical arguments. To further strengthen the literature base, the authors could consider adding very recent studies on digital governance, AI-driven CSR, or policy uncertainty in digital economies published in 2024–2025. These additions would enhance relevance to current global digital policy discussions.
	

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


	Yes, the language is appropriate for scholarly communication and the manuscript is clearly written with logical flow and academic tone. Minor proofreading to simplify a few long sentences and ensure consistency in terminology could enhance readability, but overall the writing quality is strong and suitable for publication.
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