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	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 makes a significant contribution to the academic literature on regional economic development and innovation studies. It offers an empirical examination of the interaction between R&D factor flows, regional innovation efficiency, and high-quality economic development in China using panel data from 2010 to 2020. By employing advanced spatial econometric techniques, such as the Spatial Durbin Model (SDM) and the stochastic frontier approach (SFA), this study explores both direct and mediating mechanisms of impact, which has been underexplored in prior literature. The findings provide valuable theoretical and practical insights for policymakers aiming to promote sustainable, innovation-driven growth in both China and comparable developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. However, for improved clarity and international readability, I suggest the following revision.

Suggested Title: The Impact of R&D Factor Flow on High-Quality Economic Development: The Mediating Role of Regional Innovation Efficiency in China

	

	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 adequately summarizes the research objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. However, I recommend adding specific numerical or statistical highlights from the empirical results to emphasize the robustness of the findings. Additionally, the term “spatial Dubin model” should be corrected to “spatial Durbin model” for accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, well-structured, and methodologically rigorous. The conceptual framework is coherent, hypotheses are well-grounded in economic theory, and empirical analysis is detailed and thorough. The use of mediation analysis to explore the “black box” mechanism is especially commendable. The discussion of regional heterogeneity also strengthens the manuscript’s relevance for both academic research and policy formulation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are recent, relevant, and appropriate. Nonetheless, the inclusion of additional recent international studies could strengthen the global contextualization of the paper. Suggested additional references include:

· Crescenzi, R., & Rodríguez-Pose, A. (2022). Innovation in regional development: Implications for the developing world. Regional Studies, 56(2), 189–202. https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2021.1950268

· OECD. (2023). Measuring Innovation in Regions: OECD Regions and Cities at a Glance. https://doi.org/10.1787/19900957


	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is adequate but requires moderate revision for grammar, clarity, and coherence. There are instances of awkward phrasing, run-on sentences, and inconsistent terminology. I recommend professional English editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of visualizations such as maps or spatial distribution graphs of Green Total Factor Productivity (GTFP) would greatly improve the readability and visual appeal of the manuscript.

The policy implications could be expanded to include international comparisons or lessons for other developing economies beyond China.
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