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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 contributes to the growing literature on SME sustainability by integrating digital technology adoption, green dynamic capabilities, and green market orientation within a unified empirical framework. By integrating Digital Technology Adoption (DTA), Green Dynamic Capabilities (GDC), and Green Market Orientation (GMO) into a single structural model, the study addresses a critical gap in existing literature regarding the internal mechanisms of eco-innovation. Furthermore, the empirical evidence supporting the mediating role of Green Product Innovation (GPI) offers a nuanced understanding of how strategic intent translates into measurable sustainable performance. The focus on Indonesian SMEs adds contextual richness and practical relevance, particularly for developing economies facing similar resource constraints. Overall, the study offers valuable theoretical and managerial insights into sustainability-driven competitiveness among SMEs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the core constructs, methodology, and mediating mechanism examined in the study. It appropriately signals the study’s focus on SMEs, sustainability, digital adoption, green orientation, and green product innovation.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, clearly outlining the research purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, clarity could be further improved by briefly specifying the geographical context (Indonesia) earlier in the abstract and explicitly stating the theoretical contribution. Minor tightening of language would enhance readability without changing content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical grounding is appropriate, hypotheses are logically developed, and the methodology is consistent with the research objectives. The use of PLS-SEM is justified given the sample size and model complexity, and the measurement and structural model evaluations follow established guidelines. The results are clearly presented and interpreted in line with existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The bibliography includes several very recent citations from 2023, 2024, and 2025, ensuring the study is grounded in the most current academic discourse on digital and green transitions.
	

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


	Based on a review of the manuscript, the text is generally of high quality and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are a few minor grammatical and typographical errors that should be corrected during the revision process:

Typographical Errors

· Spelling: In Section 3.5, the title of Table 2 contains a typo: "Detailed VIF resutls" should be "results".

· Redundancy: In Section 2.5, the phrase "integrate, build, and re-integrate, build," is repetitive and should be streamlined to "integrate, build, and reconfigure".

· Inconsistent Naming: The manuscript occasionally switches between "SMEs" and "MSMEs". While often used interchangeably, it is better to choose one term (preferably MSMEs if the data includes micro-enterprises) and use it consistently throughout the text.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and offers meaningful contributions to SME sustainability literature. To further enhance quality, the authors may consider:

· Streamlining repetitive explanations in the literature review and discussion sections.

· More explicitly highlighting the novelty of integrating digital adoption with green dynamic capabilities.

· Clarifying policy implications with concrete examples relevant to SME support institutions.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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