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To some extent: The manuscript is not completely innovative except spatial contribution
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The flow is acceptable. However the literature review and the theoretical framework are
not sufficiently addressed. Further diagnosis of the analytical model is not shown to
ensure the appropriateness of the model.

Majority of the references are 15+ years older. | think a lot of recent publications
are available and better to include recent literature.

possible improvement could be to provide more context and background information
on the introduction and literature review. Additionally, the manuscript could benefit
from a clearer and more concise description and diagnosis of the methodology and
findings of the ISM analysis.
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