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	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 sheds light on how India smartly balances its regional ties using both mini lateral and bilateral strategies. According to my review, it helps the academic and policy community better understand India’s growing role in the Indo-Pacific. The analysis is timely and relevant, especially as global power dynamics in the region continue to shift.
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	The abstract is well-structured and summarizes the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it contains a small typographical error: the phrase "combining policy document analysis, trade and investment data analysis, and to assess..." should be corrected to eliminate the redundant "and"
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	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It presents a well-structured analysis supported by relevant literature, empirical trade data, and current geopolitical developments. The arguments are logically developed, and the distinctions between mini lateral and bilateral engagements are clearly articulated. However, the methodology section be developed more in detail. The authors should clarify what is meant by the mixed-methods approach, specify data sources, briefly explain the analytical process, and consider adding a concise standalone methodology section earlier in the manuscript for improved transparency and coherence.
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