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PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 adds useful evidence on how low-carbon policies can improve green innovation in cities. The idea of “ecological attention” as a mechanism is interesting and new. The findings can help policymakers design stronger environmental and innovation policies. The paper will be useful for researchers in environmental economics and public policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title clearly matches the content of the paper.
	

	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 clear. But the small suggestions are to mention the time period and number of cities and to add one line about policy implications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methods are appropriate, and the results are reliable. The mechanism and heterogeneity analyses are well done.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are enough and mostly recent. Adding a few very recent studies (2022–2024) could improve the literature review.
	

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

	The English is understandable. A light proofreading would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The paper is well structured and the results are clear. Figures and tables are easy to read. Only minor language and clarity improvements are needed.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues found.
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