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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 paper is important because it looks at how global trade rules deal with digital data and how China's strict data laws fit—or clash—with those rules. It helps us understand the legal space countries have to protect their own interests while still taking part in digital trade. As more trade happens online, these issues are becoming more urgent for the world. The research also gives a starting point for future studies on how countries can cooperate without giving up control over their data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title clearly signals the paper’s focus but it is very long. Try to fit within 15 words. 
Suggestion: Data Sovereignty and Digital Trade: China’s Legal Strategy under CPTPP and DEPA Frameworks
	

	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 almost there though some statements seem incomplete. See comments in manuscript.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is correct in its legal explanation and clearly shows how trade laws apply to digital rules. Just enhance it with more real-world examples.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are recent and sufficient. Some references are too old. So, keep with the past 5 years.
Suggestion

Katsikas, S. K. (2025). Towards a cybersecurity-oriented research agenda for digital sovereignty. Procedia Computer Science, 254, 279-288.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Including real-world case studies or examples of countries or regions where these issues have been pivotal could make the arguments more tangible.
2. All the tables are not well described to show there relevance to the study.

3. Some technical terms need to be described to benefit the reader. 

4. The study uses qualitative methods but a word used insinuate quantitative methods. (see comments in the manuscript).
Otherwise, the article is good and can be published when the concernes raised are addressed. 
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in
 this manuscript? 


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