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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 study addresses an important and timely topic in the context of Indonesian education reform, focusing on the implementation of the Merdeka Curriculum through the role of Driving Teachers. The paper sheds light on how these teachers act as change agents, introducing innovative and contextually relevant teaching strategies in primary schools. By documenting both successes and challenges, it provides valuable insights for educators, policymakers, and researchers who are working to translate national education policies into meaningful classroom practices. The findings are also relevant to other countries pursuing similar reforms, making the contribution significant beyond the Indonesian context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and accurately reflects the scope of the study. A possible alternative could be: "Innovative Strategies of Driving Teachers for Implementing the Merdeka Curriculum in Primary Education" to emphasize the innovation aspect.
	

	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 well-structured and gives a good overview of the study’s objectives, methodology, and key findings. It could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the main challenges faced by the teachers and including one or two sentences on the practical implications for policy and practice. This would make the abstract more informative and aligned with the overall scope of the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study uses an appropriate qualitative phenomenological approach, and the data collection methods (interviews, observations, document analysis) are well-justified. The analysis is systematic, and the findings are clearly linked to the data. The conclusions are consistent with the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally up-to-date and relevant, with many from the past five years. The paper could be strengthened by including a few more international sources on teacher leadership and educational change to broaden its global perspective.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for academic publication. The writing is clear and coherent, though some sentences are quite long and could be made more concise to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a strong and relevant study with practical implications for teacher development and education reform. Including a table or figure summarizing the key strategies identified might help readers quickly grasp the main findings. A slightly more explicit link between the findings and broader theoretical frameworks on teacher leadership could also enhance the discussion.
Minor Revision: The paper is well-conceived, methodologically sound, and addresses an important topic. The revisions needed are relatively minor, focusing mainly on strengthening the abstract, adding a small number of international references, and considering more concise sentence structures.
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