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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

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

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
YES 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I believe the paper could be further strengthened by added information about.  
Please reorganize the manuscript at the journal request. Please change the reference format. 
The language of this manuscript is very bad and needs help from native speakers. 
The title of the manuscript should fully demonstrate the content of this study and the relevant subjects. 
Abstracts should include the purpose and findings of the study. 
-Introduction, what authors wanted to convey. Here author must build research gap following the 
previous studies.-The manuscript does not answer the following concerns: Why is it timeliness to 
explore such a study? What makes this study different from the previously published studies? Are there 
any similarly findings in line with the previously published studies? Are the findings different from prior 
academic studies that were conducted elsewhere, if any? For example, what it requires, what are the 
new technologies, some recent issue highlights the importance. See the following: Digital green value 
co-creation behavior, digital green network embedding and digital green innovation performance: 
moderating effects of digital green network fragmentation.  
There is no flow in the text. It partly depends on the lack of proofreading but also on the fact that many 
statements and claims are made without being followed up by a clear and logical discussion. It is 
especially problematic in the Introduction that brings up a number of findings from different areas 
without linking them together.  
Please make sure your conclusions' section underscores the scientific value-added of your paper, 
and/or the applicability of your findings/results. Highlight the novelty of your study.  
In addition to summarizing the actions taken and results, please strengthen the explanation of their 
significance. It is recommended to use quantitative reasoning comparing with appropriate benchmarks, 
especially those stemming from previous work. See the following: The Effect of Digital Green Strategic 
Orientation On Digital Green Innovation PerformanceThe arguments are simply relationships and 
causes very close to the replication of many studies dealing with the same thing. 
The authors should emphasize the important role of digital technology in future research. Some recent 
issue highlights the importance: An agent-based evolutionary system model of the transformation from 
building material industry (BMI) to green intelligent BMI under supply chain management. 
Please consider this structure for manuscript final part. 
-Discussion 
-Conclusion 
-Managerial Implication 
-Practical/Social Implications 
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