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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 manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic, the evolution of disruptive innovation in Chinese manufacturing enterprises under the digital economy paradigm. It contributes to the global understanding of how state-supported industrial ecosystems integrate with market-driven innovation logic. The paper’s comprehensive review of both theoretical and casebased literature offers valuable insights for scholars, policymakers, and practitioners. By systematically mapping the conceptual, measurement, and contextual aspects of disruptive innovation, the study provides a strong foundation for future empirical and comparative research in emerging economy contexts.
	

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

	

Disruptive Innovation in Chinese Manufacturing Enterprises: A Comprehensive Literature Review
 replacing “Review” with “Literature Review” improves academic precision.
	

	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 accurately summarizes the paper’s purpose, scope, and contributions. However, it could be strengthened by Including few more sentences that highlight key findings or insights drawn from the literature (e.g. The review reveals that Chinese disruptive innovation is largely policy driven, techno centric, and evolving toward ecosystem based models”). Slightly tightening the first sentence to improve readability.
Overall, the abstract is informative but would benefit from clearer articulation of what was discovered rather than what was reviewed.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically robust and technically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are extensive and well-curated, spanning both domestic and international literature up to 2024.
	

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

	The English is understandable. Some sentences appear translated and could be simplified for smoother flow. Minor grammatical adjustments and paragraph shortening would greatly enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	A conceptual diagram can be introduced summarizing the domains analyzed (concept, measurement, factors, cases).

Clarify how Chinese state-driven innovation differs from Western market-driven models.

Group case studies by industry (e.g., new energy, ICT, manufacturing) and provide comparative insights rather than sequential summaries.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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