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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.


	This paper discusses such interaction between the environment and economic development in East Kalimantan region- a place of high ecological and developmental significance. The subject matter is part of the larger debate of sustainable development and environmental economics. The fact that it emphasizes the inclusion of the environmental costs in the economic policy is both timely and relevant, particularly to the developing world experiencing a rapid industrialization process. The paper can be used to educate policymakers and academicians involved in environmental management and sustainable consumption of resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Economic and Environmental Relationship in East Kalimantan” is appropriate and directly reflects the study’s focus. However, it could be strengthened to indicate the methodological or analytical approach, e.g.,

Suggested Title: “Exploring the Economic–Environmental Interlinkages in East Kalimantan: A Qualitative Literature-Based Analysis.”
	

	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 gives a general overview of the study but lacks clear articulation of objectives, methodology details, and key findings. It reads more like an introduction than a concise summary of a research article.

Suggestions:

I. Clearly state the research objective, method used, and major conclusion.

II. Avoid repetition of sentences already discussed in the main body.

III. Add 2–3 sentences highlighting specific outcomes or policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript presents a thoughtful conceptual discussion, it lacks empirical evidence and analytical depth. The arguments are mostly descriptive and not sufficiently supported by data or model-based validation. The study relies heavily on secondary literature but does not apply a structured synthesis framework such as PRISMA or thematic coding.

Suggestions:

I. Include a conceptual model showing the causal relationship between economic growth and environmental degradation.

II. Add region-specific data or case examples from East Kalimantan to substantiate theoretical discussions.

III. Clarify how this study adds to existing literature—what is new or unique compared to prior work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References Adequacy and Recency:

The manuscript cites several relevant sources, but many references are repetitive, and a few are outdated (e.g., Adams, 2006). The paper would benefit from including more recent journal articles (2022–2024) related to Indonesia’s sustainable development, green economy, or regional resource management.

Suggestions:

Include recent works from World Bank, UNEP, or Indonesian environmental policy reports.

Ensure consistency in citation style (APA 7th edition).
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires language polishing. Some sentences are too long, and grammar inconsistencies appear throughout. The flow between sections is occasionally disjointed.

Suggestions:

Revise for clarity and conciseness.

Use transitional phrases to connect concepts logically.

Consider professional English editing to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures (e.g., “Environmental pollution,” “Reciprocal relationship”) are not well-labelled or properly cited; ensure that all figures have source citations and captions.

· The discussion section could better link theoretical findings to regional policy implications for East Kalimantan.

· The conclusion is repetitive and does not clearly state policy recommendations or future research directions.

· The manuscript needs clear subsection headings within “Results and Discussion” for better structure.

· Overall, while the paper provides an interesting conceptual foundation, it needs significant improvement in organization, analytical rigor, and academic writing.
However, the author should ensure that all figures and tables sourced from other publications include proper attributions.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

No direct ethical issues were observed, as the study is based on secondary data and literature sources. 
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