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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5

The title is very clear and highly consistent with the content of this paper.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 5

The abstract explains clearly what the paper aims to do, how it investigates the topic, and what it
finds.

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 4

The paper is written in understandable English.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The spatial econometric approach is illustrated in detail. The methodology is well presented with




convincing results.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

5

implications are indeed based on empirical results.

The body of the paper is constructed in a logical manner. It first starts with a theoretical model.
Afterwards the theoretical model is transformed smoothly into a spatial econometric model. Policy

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the

(All the sources in the list of references are cited in the content and vice
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content. 5
The conclusions summarize major findings of this paper.

7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA

citation style. 5

Reference is clear. It follows the APA citation style.
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Accepted, minor revisions needed
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Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The paper is written in a technical manner. The spatial econometric model is accurately constructed.
The paper innovatively synthesizes relevant procedures of spatial econometric model and delivers the
whole process in a scientific way. Empirical results and corresponding policy implications would

benefit China’s economic development should they get accepted.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

I highly recommend this paper to get published. Such advanced econometric paper

is for readers of high-level graduate students majored in spatial economics and

econometrics.
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