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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing a comprehensive measurement through econometric models, extending Roback’s general spatial equilibrium framework and incorporating spatial spillovers and feedback effects, allowing for a more accurate assessment of local social amenities and their impact on land values ​​and wages across metropolitan and non-metro areas of the US. This research enables policymakers to better understand how investments in public goods and facilities affect wealth and welfare, aiding in more informed decisions about taxation, development, and spending. In addition, this research provides theoretical and empirical insights into the valuation of place-based non-market assets, offering a powerful tool for comparative regional analysis.

Things to improve:
1. Use more formal and objective language
2. Clarify practical and theoretical implications

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of this research, in my opinion, is quite appropriate.



	

	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 in this paper is quite good because it has revealed the objectives, methods, main findings, research objects, and has shown the policy relevance of the study results.
It would be good if the econometric methods used were also included, what the key findings were, and mentioning the research contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This paper is scientifically sound. The conceptual framework is based on relevant economic literature and is appropriately covered to include spatial components. The empirical strategy is sound, using appropriate econometric techniques. Data sources and variable construction are well documented. Clarification of model assumptions would improve transparency but would not undermine the validity of the analysis.
Some explanations could be made more concise to make them easier to understand for the general reader.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references used are appropriate
	

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

	The language used is quite appropriate

	

	Optional/General comments

	The paper is well-structured and uses a suitable methodological approach. The integration of the spatial econometric model with the Roback general equilibrium framework provides an important contribution to the measurement of comprehensive wealth, especially in the context of area-based policies and sustainable development. The distinction between metro and non-metro areas yields more meaningful findings.

Some technical sections, such as the explanation of the econometric model, could be simplified to make them more understandable for readers from different backgrounds. Sharpening the policy implications section in the abstract and conclusion would also strengthen the impact of the article.

	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	






Reviewer details:
Anis Okta Cahyaningrum, Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
