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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it unveils the nonlinier relationship between inflation and economic growth in Indonesia, identifying a critical threshold of 3,75% inflation rate. 

By employing robust threshold regression techniques and accounting for structural breaks, the study provides nuanced insights into how inflation impact growth differently across regimes, offering policymakers precise targets for macroeconomic stabilization. 

The findings underscore the necessity of balancing inflation control with strategies to boost investment and population productivity, contributing valuable empirical evidence to inform monetary and fiscal policies in Indonesia and similar emerging economies. Additionally, the study’s methodological approach serves as a reference for future research exploring threshold effects in other economic contexts, enriching the discourse on inflation-growth dynamics in developing markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is quite suitable as it clearly conveys the main focus of the study.

Alternative tittle : 

Threshold Effects of Inflation on Economic Growth in Indonesia : A Nonlinier 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 is generally clear but could be more comprehensive. Isuggest adding brief mentions of the control variables (gross fixed capital formation and population growth) and a snippet on policy implications, while simplifying excessive methodological details. Specifically, consider adding phrases like “accounting for gross fixed capital formation for gross fixed capital formation and population growth” and “policy implications suggest maintaining inflation below 3.75% while promoting investment and population productivity for sustainable growth”. Meanwhile, simplify mentions of specific  tests (e.g. replace “Zigot-Andrews (ZA) test and Threshold Autoregressive Regression (TAR) approach” with “stationarity tests and threshold regression techniques”).

Avoid repeating keywords excessively. Overall, these tweaks would make the abstract more informative, highlihting key drivers, results, and actionable insights without overloading  on tecknical specifics, making it suitable for a broader audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is acientifically sound in methods and interpretation but requires robustness checks (diagnostic tests, handling structural breaks, alternative specifications) and explicit statistical reporting for full confirmation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear generally sufficient but may benefit from additional recent sources (ideally 50% from the last 5 years) focusing on inflation-growth nexux in emerging economies (e.g., Indonesia-specific studies in Bulletin of Monetary Economics and Banking), threshold models (e.g. Hansen, 2011; Tong, 2011) and contemporary inflation literature (e.g. Coibion & Gorodnichenko, 2025). Check the target journal’s guidelines for specific requirements on recency and formatting. Suggest adding recent papers from reputable journals like Empirical Economics, Journal of Development Economics, or Bank Indonesia publications to stregthen currency and relevance.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications, cenveying complex economic concepts clearly with accurate terminology, af formal tone, and logical structure.

Minor improvements are suggested :

Some extences are slightly complex, polishing would enhance readability, and a native English speaker with economics expertises should proofread for consiseness and minor grammatical adjustments. Check the targets journal’s formatting guidelines for tables, citations, and style concistency. Overall, tha manuscript is scholarly-ready with minor editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structures and clear in conveying economic concepts.
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