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1. This review paper discussing an essential issue regarding the political economy and ecology of Indonesia's

international regional development, is topical and pertinent. We appreciate the authors' hard work. 

2. The authors have described the results and findings of their work in detail in the abstract which is not necessary. This

should be concise. Moreover, the authors’ suggestions for policy implications regarding ADB (Asian Development Bank)

loans should be included in the abstract. 

3. Some keywords of this research paper can be added after the abstract. 

4. Problem statement, uniqueness of the research work, motivation for choosing this topic, and importance of this paper

for academicians and related parties are absent in this paper. These matters should be explained in the introduction part. 

5. A review study must offer significant new insights based on its methodical comparison of several studies, as opposed to

being a ‘book report’ that recounts earlier research. However, I think presenting important new ideas using extra analytical

criteria is insufficient here. 

6. Although the authors have discussed previous related papers in the result and discussion part, I suggest adding the

literature review and literature gap part separately to describe the previous related studies and the notable gaps. 

7. Many controversial sentences must be accompanied by references to support the information. For instance, The Dutch

government, like all former colonial masters, was not happy about Indonesia—as their cash cow—gaining its

independence. Reference should have to be given in this type of controversial sentence. 

8. In this article the authors have tried to prove exogenous growth (EXGT) and savings-investment gap (SIGT) theories

false. The authors should provide some stronger logics to prove their thoughts. Moreover, the logics should be more
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reliable and trustworthy. 

9. Finding an intriguing topic and compiling the necessary sources is not only the objective of writing a review article. In

light of your results, you should provide some recommendations, advice, and likely course of actions. 

10. The conclusion part is not up to the mark. The authors should include the following information in the conclusion part: -

Objectives of the study in short -Study techniques -What types of policy should be taken by respective authorities against

the findings -What are the shortcomings of the current study -What might be the area for future research Reviewer

Recommendation: The paper may be considered for publication once the above comments are addressed appropriately.
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