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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 about how a nationally prominent programme, the Teacher Driving Program (PGP), was implemented in the local area of Takalar Regency. The paper contributes to the body of knowledge and policy-making practices by focusing on innovations in pedagogy and capacity building, as well as addressing the challenges faced by both rural and urban schools. It puts the emphasis on improving teacher quality and classroom practice strategies that are crucial concerns of the wider education system in Indonesia, as well as in the world. Stakeholders in education reform, particularly those in similar developing situations, can use the results as a valuable guide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The present title is appropriate and represents the scope of the study well. But to be more academic, in brief, as the suggested title follows:

“Innovations and Implementation Strategies of Teacher Driving Program in Primary Schools: Evidence from Takalar Regency, South Sulawesi.”

	

	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 solid, but it needs to refine the strong academic background, goals, methodologies, major findings, difficulties, and suggestions. It needs improvements that may involve a better specification of sample size/participants (i.e., number of teachers, principals, and facilitators) to enhance methodological transparency. Please refine the abstract into a single paragraph between 150 and 250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is scientifically accurate and well-conducted. It is performed based on qualitative descriptive research, using the right data collection tools (interviews, observations, analysis of documents, etc.). The reasoning behind the analysis is sound but needs to be sharpened; the results are aligned with the mentioned objectives. Nonetheless, a more thorough theoretical background (e.g., the connection between innovation and theories of educational change) would be more rigorous. Please include a discussion of both the literature results and your research findings in the discussion section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are adequate, but they are unevenly distributed in terms of publication dates. Although up-to-date sources (2022-2024) are present, some are even older (before 2010). It would also make the paper stronger if it incorporated more peer-reviewed journal articles that were published within the past five years, particularly those on teacher innovation, project-based learning, and educational reform in Southeast Asia. In addition, most references in the list do not follow the APA7 style; please revise them accurately in the APA style. The methodology part needs to integrate the appropriate references, including citations.
	

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


	The language is mostly comprehensible and straightforward to communicate academically. There are long and repetitive sentences, and some minor grammatical corrections should be proposed. Stream and readability will be enhanced through professional copy-editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the paper, a more powerful conceptual framework should have been used to connect innovation, implementation strategy, and outcomes.

The discussion of the literature results and your research findings should be conducted in a more academic tone.

You should integrate academic journal references published in the last five years.

Deeply revising the whole manuscript academically is needed before proceeding to the publication process.

Occasionally, the results and discussion repeat the same ideas; it would be beneficial to condense such parts.

It would be more valuable to explicitly focus on how the findings could be generalised to other areas of Takalar (e.g., what other parts of Indonesia or similar contexts can learn).
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Salvador Magno Ximenes, Instituto Catolica para a Formacao de Professores, Timor-Leste
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

