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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important for the scientific community as it offers a region-specific analysis of poverty, which is often overlooked in favor of generalized national or global approaches. By focusing on Gunungkidul Regency and identifying "natural poverty" as a dominant factor, the study contributes to a deeper understanding of how geographic and environmental conditions influence poverty dynamics. Additionally, the manuscript emphasizes the need for tailored policy interventions and technological solutions, which can serve as a valuable reference for other regions facing similar challenges. Its integration of qualitative and quantitative methods further enhances its relevance for multidisciplinary research on poverty alleviation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Region-Specific Poverty Handling Strategy in Gunungkidul Regency, Indonesia," is generally appropriate and reflects the geographic focus and thematic scope of the paper.
	

	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 informative and touches upon the key components of the study, including the purpose, location, methods, findings, and recommendations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its intent and scope, particularly in addressing region-specific poverty and incorporating both quantitative and qualitative methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally recent and relevant, with most citations dated from 2020 to 2025, reflecting current data and global poverty trends.
	

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


	The English language quality of the article is generally understandable, but it is not yet suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. Several issues need to be addressed to meet academic writing standards:
Main Issues Identified:
1. Grammatical Errors and Sentence Structure:
Many sentences are too long or awkwardly constructed, affecting clarity and readability.
Example: "Including poor household skills in general are farming..." could be revised to "The skills of poor households are generally limited to farming, livestock rearing, and other agriculture-related activities."
2. Inconsistent Tense and Word Choice:
Some parts shift between past and present tense inappropriately.
Certain word choices are informal or vague for academic writing (e.g., "things related to agriculture").
3. Lack of Cohesion and Flow:
Transitions between ideas and sections need improvement.
Use of cohesive devices (e.g., "however", "therefore", "in contrast") can improve logical flow.
4. Abstract and Introduction:
These sections, in particular, need polishing to convey ideas clearly and concisely using scholarly vocabulary.
Recommendation:
The manuscript would benefit from professional English editing or a thorough revision by a fluent academic writer to enhance clarity, coherence, and grammatical accuracy.
Would you like me to help revise a sample section for improved academic tone and structure?
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