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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.


	The manuscript contributes to an underexplored but increasingly important topic: the link between ICT adoption and subjective well-being in a fragile, low-income African context. It provides rare long-term (1993–2023) evidence from the DRC, a country with scarce and inconsistent macro-data. The study enriches the literature by using FM-OLS, an appropriate technique for long-run analysis with cointegrated variables. The findings are relevant for policymakers designing digital development strategies in developing and post-conflict countries.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear, but may be slightly long. If brevity is preferred, consider:
“ICT Adoption and Subjective Well-Being in the Democratic Republic of Congo”
or “Digitalization and Happiness: Evidence from the DRC (1993–2023)”

	

	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.


	Add specific numeric results (e.g., magnitude, significance level). Clarify policy recommendations briefly. Avoid long sentences; consider splitting for clarity. Ensure consistency in capitalization (e.g., “ICT development”). Correct the broken word: “flourishing” (appears as a formatting error in the file).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The independent variable section repeats the description of Cantril Scale (copy-paste duplication). Clarify how the ICT index was constructed—principal component analysis? normalization? Some variables are I(0) and others I(1). FM-OLS can handle this, but a cointegration test (Johansen or Pedroni) should be explicitly reported. Please include diagnostic tests such as the serial correlation, heteroskedasticity and normality of residuals. Figures (e.g., Figure 1) are referenced but not embedded or discussed thoroughly.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are dated (1990s, early 2000s). Add more recent sources (2019–2024) consistent with modern ICT literature. Check formatting consistency (APA capitalization, italics). Some entries lack full author initials and publication details. Ensure all in-text citations correspond to references (cross-check needed).

	

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


	Minor grammatical errors and long sentences throughout. Uneven spacing, inconsistent quotation marks (“ ” vs « »). Several paragraphs need simplification and improved coherence. Repetition of sentences (notably in the “Independent variable” subsection). Ensure consistent tense (past tense for methods and results).
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