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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 (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.
	Building a semiconductor ecosystemin collaboration with China, significantly contribute to economic growth and building geo political relations between both countries.  

Bangladesh can gain from China's expertise and investments.

This can lead to job creation, economic diversification, and enhanced technological capabilities. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 provides a good overview of the article. However, it could benefit from a more explicit statement of the research gap and objectives that the article addresses. 

The author can add the full form of STEM in the abstract and then use it as a short form in the manuscript. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction:  The introduction provides a good background of the topic. The author could include a table where, he/ she can mention the variables used in the research such as, Trade Deficits; No. of Graduates;  etc. used for economic, socio-cultural, and geopolitical dimensions, as mentioned in the methodology section.  In the analysis part the author could also include more recent data in the table as the data mentioned is till year 2024 in some of the figures. Some of the figures seems to be copy pasted such as, figure 6 and 7. Author has not mentioned the method of projection or apart from existing sources used he/she can use authentic sources in figures from where projections are used. Conclusion: the study could also include the policy recommendation and implications and could also highlight some of the major obstacles. A clear focus on the policy recommendation would strengthen the major objectives of the study.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The review of the literature is comprehensive and covers relevant studies. 

However, it could benefit from a more explicit identification of gaps or inconsistencies in the existing literature. 

Also, the study needs to include the research after 2023 because many papers and work have already been published after that. Limited reviews have been done by the author. If the study includes the current study, then it would become more effective and more thought provoking. 

In references section itself shows very few studies have been cited. Other references mentioned are the sources used for graph. 
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The author could also include a separate table in the methodology section to describe the variables included in the analysis. 
The author could add the full form of BBS in the text where it is used first. 
The author could also mention the numbering in heading like he/she has already mentioned numbering in the subheadings. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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