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	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.


	· Provides a comprehensive, timely review of disruptive innovation in Chinese manufacturing.
· Synthesises both theoretical models and case-based applications, offering insights for scholars, policymakers, and practitioners.
· Highlights how digital transformation and state policy have shaped disruptive trajectories in China’s industrial ecosystem.

· Identifies emerging themes and underexplored sectors (e.g. agribusiness, multinational alliances), paving the way for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is broadly suitable and descriptive.
	

	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 paper covers the key components: purpose, scope, theoretical and practical contributions.

· Possible improvements:

· Clarifying time period and scope of literature analysed.

· Ending with a clearer forward-looking statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Overall, the paper is conceptually sound and well-grounded in theory.
· However:

· No explicit literature review methodology (e.g. databases searched, criteria for inclusion/exclusion).

· Some case sections are descriptive rather than analytically comparative.

· Need clearer differentiation between original contributions vs. synthesis of prior work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are recent (mostly 2020–2024) and extensive.

· Strong integration of Chinese scholarship and case-based sources.
	

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


	The language is acceptable but could benefit from professional academic editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Strengths:

· Exhaustive coverage of disruptive innovation types, metrics, and sectors.

· Integrates policy and institutional context, which is a major strength.

· Case study section is rich and diverse.

· Areas for improvement:

· Add a methodology section to explain how literature was selected.

· Use tables/figures to synthesise key findings (e.g. types of innovation per sector).

· Reduce excessive descriptive detail in case sections; focus on cross-case insights.
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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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