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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic in the field of education, particularly within the Indonesian context. By exploring the roles and strategies of Driving Teachers in implementing the Merdeka Curriculum, it contributes valuable insights into instructional leadership, curriculum innovation, and systemic change in education. The study fills an empirical gap, as few studies deeply examine the actual practices of these educators. The findings also offer implications for professional development, policy reforms, and the replication of best practices in comparable global contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. It highlights both the actors (Driving Teachers) and the core subject (innovative strategies in the Merdeka Curriculum), along with the educational level (Basic Education).

Suggested alternative (optional):
"Instructional Innovation by Driving Teachers in the Implementation of Indonesia’s Merdeka Curriculum at the Primary Level" – for added clarity on geographic context.


	

	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 comprehensive and well-written. It succinctly summarizes the study’s purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively communicates the essence of the research. However, one suggestion is to briefly mention the geographic scope (i.e., where the study was conducted) for better contextualization.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It clearly states its objectives, follows a well-established qualitative methodology (Miles & Huberman model), and offers thoughtful interpretations of the data. The study design (purposive sampling, triangulation, member checking) ensures credibility and trustworthiness of findings. However, it would benefit from:

· A clearer limitations section

· Slightly more detail on participant demographics or school contexts


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, relevant, and sufficient. The manuscript draws on a wide range of current literature (2021–2024), aligning with the themes of curriculum reform, instructional leadership, and innovation. The inclusion of legal and policy references (e.g., Regulation No. 26 of 2022) adds further rigor.

No additional references are necessary, though one or two comparative international studies (e.g., on instructional leadership in similar reforms globally) might enhance the discussion.


	

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


	The English language quality is scholarly and professionally suitable for publication. The writing is coherent, well-structured, and demonstrates mastery of academic conventions. Minor grammatical polishing may improve flow in some parts, but overall, it meets publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is theoretically grounded, with practical relevance and well-integrated literature.

· The discussion section successfully ties findings back to broader educational goals such as the Pancasila Student Profile and 21st-century skills.

· It would be helpful to include examples of the contextual modules or Project-Based Learning (PjBL) projects developed by the Driving Teachers.

· Consider summarizing the challenges and solutions in a visual format (e.g., a table) for better reader engagement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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