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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 article highlights the social conditions where the level of community involvement in government programs in Asian countries such as Indonesia is still very low. With the right approach used, this article has answered why the issue arose, is relevant, and ultimately gets the answer to what steps need to be taken to address the issue. This finding is important considering the success of the implementation of programs initiated by the government is determined by the community itself. By knowing the internal and external conditions of the community as studied in this article, the right approach can be taken to increase community awareness of development programs in their own areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the constructed title has accurately and effectively described the contents of the study written in the article.
	

	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 a bit too long (11 sentences). It should be shortened and made more effective, especially the writing of the introduction and research results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The construction of the study starting from the development of the paradigm in the introduction, the selection of supporting theories, the use of methods, and the description of the results of the analysis have been systematic and in accordance with the rules of scientific writing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. With a relatively short article body (6 pages), the author can accommodate quite a lot of references (15 references) that are relevant and quite up to date.
	

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


	Yes. The use of English is quite straight-forward but ethical according to scientific writing rules. There are no significant issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this article is very well written. The explanation from the abstract to the conclusion is acceptable and scientifically correct. However, there are several things that can be improved to maximize the quality of this paper:

1. The abstract is too long, it should be shortened

2. I don't know what style of writing references and citations is used in this journal, but it seems that the writing of the reference list of this article is not standard. The reference list only lists the author's name, year, title, journal name, and link. Usually, the volume, issue, page, and DOI of the article should be listed.
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