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	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.


	The topic addresses the relationship between current and local economic development and FDI in a unique context (East Kalimantan after IKN). The theoretical framework (OLI Paradigm and Keynesian approach) is clearly defined, and the selection of variables is consistent with this framework. Methodologically, model selection tests (Chow, LM, Hausman) were performed in panel data analysis and the reasons were explained. Policy recommendations are innovative and original.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and clearly addressed the problems.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well written.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are okay.
	

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


	Some sentences in the manuscript are too long and it may be challenging for the readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Between the literature review and the findings, how this study differs from previous studies and what information gap it fills should be presented in stronger and shorter sentences in the conclusion section.
The manuscript is accepted with minor revision. 

However, the author should present how this study differs from previous studies and what information gap it fills between 

the literature review and the findings in the conclusion section. 

Although the literature review in the introduction is quite comprehensive, the contribution of this study to previous studies could be emphasized more clearly.
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