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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 makes a significant contribution by addressing the intersection of digital transformation and local development within the unique socio-political context of Tunisia. It explores how Public-Private Partnerships (PPPs) leverage digital innovation to enhance territorial governance, a topic underexplored in the Tunisian context despite its relevance to emerging economies. The study’s use of qualitative methods, including the Delphi method and semi-structured interviews, provides a robust framework for understanding the practical implications of digitalization. Furthermore, its focus on adapting international best practices to a specific regional setting enriches the global discourse on digital governance and sustainable development.
	

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

	The title is suitable as it concisely captures the core themes of the manuscript and signals the study’s focus and context
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, summarizing the study’s focus on digitalization, PPPs and their impact on local development in Tunisia, along with key findings and obstacles. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the methodology (e.g., qualitative approach with Delphi and interviews) to provide a clearer picture of the research design. Additionally, the abstract could explicitly state the theoretical contribution (e.g., the three propositions) to highlight its scholarly value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with a clear theoretical foundation supported by a robust literature review and empirical data. The authors draw on established studies to frame digitalization’s role in local development, and their propositions are logically derived from the literature and empirical findings. The methodology, combining the Delphi method and semi-structured interviews, is appropriate for an exploratory study and aligns with the interpretivist paradigm. However, the scientific rigor could be enhanced by addressing potential biases in the Delphi method (e.g., expert selection criteria) and providing more detail on the coding or analysis process for the interviews to ensure transparency and replicability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and recent, covering a broad range of seminal and contemporary works from 1996 to 2023, including key authors like Brynjolfsson, OECD, and Deloitte. The inclusion of Tunisia-specific studies (e.g., Ben Slymen, 2014; El Filali & El Moujadidi, 2022) strengthens the contextual relevance.

	

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

	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and precise academic prose. The manuscript effectively uses technical terms and maintains a formal tone. However, there are minor inconsistencies, such as incomplete sentences (e.g., "Moreover, digital twin technologies are now being used to simulate urban and regional development scenarios, aiding decision-making processes" could clarify who uses them) and occasional phrasing (e.g., "a heavy legacy" in the Introduction could be rephrased as "a complex historical legacy"). A thorough proofreading is recommended to polish these minor issues, but they do not significantly detract from the manuscript’s scholarly suitability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is scientifically robust, contextually relevant and well-supported by literature. It offers a novel contribution by applying digital transformation and PPP frameworks to Tunisia’s context.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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