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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 research study is thoughtfully developed based on statistical data spanning the period from 2012 to 2023. The correlation model, constructed using these data, provides an appropriate framework for testing the validity of the proposed hypotheses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I recommend revising the title of the article, as the article lacks a detailed strategy for addressing poverty.
I propose the following revised title: Analysis of Poverty in Gunungkidul Regency, Indonesia in the Context of the Region’s Macroeconomic Performance.
	

	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 states that "The data used included primary data obtained through surveys, interviews, focus group discussions (FGDs), and field observations. "; however, this aspect is not addressed in the main body of the article. I therefore recommend omitting this part from the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate in both scope and content relative to the article.

	

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


	The linguistic quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As noted above, the article lacks data obtained through surveys, interviews, focus group discussions (FGDs), and field observations. If the author(s) possess such data, they are encouraged to include them in the results section and incorporate them into the discussion.
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