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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.


	I concluded after carefully reading the manuscript that it tackles a number of important problems in the current educational environment. It is academically and scientifically important to incorporate Higher Order Thinking Skills (HOTS) into high school economics instruction, especially in underserved coastal communities. The study adds to international conversations about curriculum reform, teacher capacity building, and 21st-century skills. Its phenomenological approach offers empirical evidence on the challenges and tactics in HOTS adoption, as well as insights into the lived experiences of educators, learners, and administrators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study's title is understandable and pertinent. However, as a minor improvement, I propose adding "Challenges and Strategies from Coastal Indonesia" or similar terminology to reflect both scope and universality.
	

	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.


	I think the manuscript's abstract, which summarises the goals, methodology, results, and implications, is generally thorough. A more cohesive preparation that emphasises (i) the phenomenological framework, (ii) the main conclusions (teacher constraints, infrastructure limitations, student readiness), and (iii) the universality of strategies (PBL, contextualised questions, digital learning) will, in my opinion, be an added benefit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound, using phenomenology, triangulation, and member-checking. However, its empirical foundation is limited by a small sample of three schools. Broader sampling or comparative data could strengthen generalizability. The link between findings and conceptual literature could be deepened by situating results in contemporary HOTS/global education debates. A stronger analytical layer connecting challenges to systemic issues like teacher training policy and rural education inequities would enhance universality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are reasonably sufficient but need updating with more recent and international sources (post-2020). It will make claims more universal.
	

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


	Although the English is comprehensible, it needs to be edited for clarity and fluency. Redundancies should be eliminated, such as repeated sentences in the introduction and excessive use of the phrase "in general." While acceptable, grammar and syntax could be improved for academic reading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The current version of the manuscript offers insightful information about HOTS in schools with limited resources. Although it reads well as a descriptive case study right now, the goals, conclusions, and wider ramifications need to be more closely aligned. It could make a substantial contribution to the literature on HOTS implementation with revisions.
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