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Review 1 
The paper is clear, concise and very interesting, both because it analyzes the development and 

innovation processes in one of the most important emerging economies in the world and because it 

measures the effects of knowledge spillovers at a national level and specifically in the three major 

Chinese economic zones. In particular, the authors demonstrate that technological proximity is more 

relevant than geographical proximity in the impact on the absorptive capacity of Chinese regions. 

The bibliography is sufficient. 

 

The adopted econometric model of spatial autocorrelation is well described and substantiated, with 

the appropriate tests. 

In terms of content, a critical point that I detect in the paper is that the Moran index is very low, 

close to zero; with a significant positive sign, but very low values. Then the authors are asked to 

integrate the paper with these changes: 

- explain why the presence of spatial dependence is affirmed even with low values of the Moran 

index 

- integrate the final part of policy recommendations, to give indications on the different industrial 

policy and innovation strategies for the three areas considered 

- better explain the third model that analyzes the effects of spillovers from the 3 core cities, 

explaining better the formulas used. 

 

At the editing and syntax level there are several possible corrections: 

-abstract third line: "mega-economic" instead of "mega-economics" 

- page 4 line 19 "gab", perhaps "gap" 

- page 5 line 21 "converge", perhaps "convergence" 

-page 6 line 7 and 8 "will be"? 

- page 7 line 7 "GDP per capita" instead of "GDP per capital" 

-page 8 line 7 "much larger" , perhaps "lower" 

-page 10 line 14 "with the 3 cities", perhaps "within" 

- page 10 line 18 "restructure" verb? 

-tab.1 indicate units of measurement of the variables 

-tab.7 last two lines: "nksgdc" differet to "ksgdN"? 

-note 5 "the national average admission rate is 0.072%" really so far from the Beijing value? 

 

  



Review 2 
The paper aims at shedding light on the possible existence of knowledge spillovers among different 

areas in China. Authors use prefectural-level data covering 2007-2012 period with spatial 

econometric techniques. Results show the presence of spillovers (especially among macro-areas) 

that turn out to be unequally distributed. The paper is well-rooted. 

I appreciate the effort made by the authors to deeply analyse the spillover dimension. However, I 

have some issues I would like to share with them. 

In order to make myself as clear as possible, I follow the structure of the paper: 

 

1. Please, insert China as an additional keyword 

 

2. The abstract is a bit confusing. There are too many "3" options. I would reshape it in order to 

clarify the sequence adopted in the paper without referring too much to specific results. 

 

3. References related to the dynamic evolution of China described in the Introduction are required. 

See, for instance: 

Xibao L. (2009) China's regional innovation capacity in transition: An empirical approach. Research 

Policy, 38, 338-357. 

Yuandi W., Sutherland D., Ning L., Pan X. (2015) The evolving nature of China's regional innovation 

systems: Insights from an exploration-exploitation approach. Technological Forecasting and Social 

Change, 100, 140-152. 

World Bank Group/ Development Research Center of the State Council, the People's Republic of 

China (2019). Innovative China. New Drivers of Growth. Washington: World Bank Group. 

 

4. In addition, some other references might be considered to support the choice of the control 

variables: 

Bilgin, M. H., Lau, C. K. M., Karabulut, G. (2012). Technology transfer and enterprise performance: a 

firm-level analysis in China. Journal of Business Economics and Management, 13, 489-498. 

Shanga, Q., Poonb, J.P.H., Yuec, Q. (2012) The role of regional knowledge spillovers on China's 

innovation. China Economic Review, 23, 1164-1175. 

Hanley, A., Liu, WH. & Vaona, A. (2015). Credit depth, government intervention and innovation in 

China: evidence from the provincial data. Eurasian Business Review, 5, 73-98. 

Gogokhia, T., Berulava, G. (2021). Business environment reforms, innovation and firm productivity in 

transition economies. Eurasian Business Review 11, 221-245. 

 

5. When the three mega-economic zones are presented (Section 2), I would harmonize info provided 

in order to have comparable data. a general table reporting main economic variables/info (latest 

relevant values and trend) could be included. I would also refer in a more comprehensive way to the 

sectoral specialization of these areas. 

 

6. A more general Section 3, referring to the empirical part of the analysis, should introduce sub-

section 3.1. 

7. In the Tables, numbers should be rounded off to the third decimal and acronyms should be 

understandable (see Table 8). Each Table should be stand-alone (differences among columns in Table 

6 are not straightforward). 

All in all, the paper is a interesting analysis aiming at capturing and discussing the spillover dimension 

in Chinese areas. 


