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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.

	The chapter is well-structured with a clear introduction, literature review, methodology, findings, and conclusion.



	

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

	The title is appropriate and reflects the content accurately.

	

	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 effectively summarizes the key points but could be refined for conciseness and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Formatting should be consistent, especially in references and headings. Some citations need updating with recent sources.
	

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

	
The writing is generally clear and professional. Some minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing should be refined.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
The research problem is well-stated, but the research gap could be emphasized more clearly. Consider adding more recent empirical studies to strengthen the review. The justification for the choice of methodology could be expanded (e.g., why a particular statistical method was chosen). The moderating role of innovation strategies is explained, but the discussion could link more strongly to theoretical frameworks. Consider adding a section on future research directions.


	













	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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