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	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 empirical study analysing the effects of R&D factor flow on the high-quality economic growth in China uses sophisticated spatial econometric models and thus contributes significantly to the science. It fills a significant literature gap, joining regional innovation efficiency as a mediating variable, which introduces more knowledge about the mechanism leading to economic growth. The results have important policy implications that can be used in facilitating innovation and balanced growth in the region, and this is not only applicable to China, but it also applies to other economies experiencing the same transition. Also, the fact that the authors focus on regional heterogeneity also brings to the fore the necessity of ensuring regionally specific policies that would help build the campaign on how economies can be developed sustainably and inclusively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the study's focus and key variables
	

	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 comprehensive but could be improved by:

i. Briefly mentioning the data sources (e.g., provincial panel data from China).

ii. Explicitly stating the key findings about regional heterogeneity (e.g., more potent effects of R&D capital in the east and R&D personnel in the west).

iii. Adding a sentence on the policy implications derived from the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written scientifically, using strong methodological approaches such as spatial Durbin model (SDM) and stochastic frontier analysis (SFA). The formulation of hypotheses is based on the solid foundation of the theory, and a summary of results is delivered with suitable statistical power.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent works
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication
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