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	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 contributes to the literature on regional and local economic development by providing an empirical analysis of leading-sector-based development at the sub-district level, which is still relatively underexplored. Overall, the study strengthens the empirical foundation for decentralized and place-based development planning.
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	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly states the research objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it would be beneficial to briefly emphasize the main strategic recommendations derived from the SWOT analysis to strengthen the practical contribution of the study. Minor condensation of methodological details could also improve clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, data sources, and analytical methods (LQ, Klassen Typology, and SWOT analysis) are appropriate and consistently applied. The interpretation of results is logical and well supported by data and relevant literature. The conclusions are aligned with the findings and do not overstate the results.
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	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, with most sources published within the last 5–8 years
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	The overall quality of English is suitable for scholarly communication.
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No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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