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PART1:Comments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportan
ce of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

his manuscript addresses the crucial topic of the interplay between economic growth and environmental 
degradation in ASEAN-10 countries. It applies rigorous econometric methods, 
suchasGrangercausalityandJohansencointegrationtests,providingvaluableinsightsintothe region's 
economic-environmental dynamics. Its findings contribute significantly to understanding the variations in 
growth-environment linkages across countries, offering actionable policy recommendations for 
sustainable development. This work is vital for policymakers and researchers focused on environmental 
economics and sustainability in 
developing regions. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticle suitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) 

Yes,thetitleaccuratelyreflectsthemanuscript'scontentandobjectives.Nochangesare necessary.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthi
s section? Please write your suggestions here. 

The abstract is clear and summarizes the key findings and methodologies. However, it 
couldbenefitfromemphasizingthepolicyrecommendationsandlimitationstoprovidea more balanced 
overview 

 

Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct?Pleasewrit
e here. 

Yes,themanuscriptemploysappropriateeconometricmethodsanddatasourcestoinvestigate 
thetopic.Themethodologyandanalysesarerobust,butthemanuscriptcouldbetterjustifythe choice of the 
econometric models used. 
 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasementio
n them in the review form. 
 

Thereferencesareadequateandrecent.Theyincludebothfoundationalandcontemporary studies, supporting 
the manuscript’s findings. No additional references are necessary. 

 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
for scholarly communications? 

Thelanguageismostlysuitableforscholarlycommunication.However,minorgrammatical errors and 
wordiness in some sections should be revised for clarity and precision. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments The manuscript could improve by discussing the limitations of its econometric methods in 
greaterdetail.Additionally,avisualrepresentationoftheeconometricfindings(e.g.,graphsor charts) could 
enhance the reader’s understanding of the results. 
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PART2: 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the 
manuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthemanuscript.Itismandatory that 
authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Arethereethicalissuesinthismanuscript? Noethical issues were identified in the manuscript. 
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