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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 paper addresses an important issue in education: the persistent gap between national curriculum reforms and local-level implementation. By applying the CIPP evaluation model, the authors provide a comprehensive analysis of teacher preparedness, infrastructure, school management, and parental involvement. The study offers insights from a regional school context in Indonesia, which is often underrepresented in the literature. The findings will be of interest to curriculum specialists, policymakers, and practitioners seeking practical strategies to improve the quality of basic education.
The authors could strengthen the argument by connecting their findings more explicitly to wider regional or international debates on curriculum reform, showing how the case study contributes to the broader evidence base.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript.
The title could be made more concise to attract a broader readership while still reflecting the focus on evaluation and improvement strategies.
	

	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 outlines the objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations.
The author can consider:

1. Specify the number and type of participants to give readers a clearer sense of the study’s scope.

2. Consider tightening the final sentences so that the contribution and implications stand out more sharply.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is appropriate, with clear use of the CIPP framework and qualitative methods (interviews, observations, document review). The findings are coherent and supported by references.
Possible areas for further improvement:

1. Provide more detail on the sampling process (e.g., how many teachers, students, committee members).

2. Clarify how data saturation was determined.

3. In the discussion, explicitly link local findings to international research on curriculum reform and teacher professional development.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, with a balance of recent and relevant sources.
The author could consider:

1. Include references on professional learning communities (e.g., Stoll et al., 2006) to support teacher development strategies.

2. Add a reference on parental involvement frameworks (e.g., Epstein’s overlapping spheres of influence model) to strengthen the discussion on family–school collaboration.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear English and communicates ideas effectively.
There are areas for possible further enhancement:

1. Some long sentences could be broken down for readability.

2. Minor grammatical polishing may be needed in places, particularly in the results section.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are clear and enhance the presentation of findings.

The discussion is thorough but could be shortened to avoid repetition.

It would help if the authors drew out policy implications more explicitly, showing how local findings can inform broader curriculum strategies.
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