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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides valuable insights into the real challenges of curriculum implementation in Indonesian primary schools, particularly at State Elementary School 001 in North Sangatta, East Kalimantan. By identifying key issues such as limited teacher capacity, lack of infrastructure, and low parental involvement, the study highlights contextual factors that often hinder educational quality in regional schools. These findings not only enrich academic discourse on curriculum evaluation but also offer practical strategies for policymakers, school leaders, and educators to bridge the gap between curriculum design and classroom practice. Furthermore, the study emphasizes the significance of aligning national education policies with local realities, which is crucial for advancing the quality and equity of education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is generally suitable as it reflects the main focus of the study, namely the evaluation of the basic education curriculum and the proposed strategies for improvement. However, to make it more specific and informative, it would be better to include the location of the research.
For example an alternative title could be:
“Evaluation of the Basic Education Curriculum Using the CIPP Model: Challenges and Improvement Strategies at State Elementary School 001 North Sangatta, East Kalimantan.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it clearly presents the research objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it would benefit from being more concise. The authors may consider reducing the methodological details, such as specific data collection techniques, and instead place more emphasis on the practical significance and contribution of the study. Additionally, highlighting the context of the research location (North Sangatta, East Kalimantan, Indonesia) in the abstract would strengthen its relevance for the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The qualitative evaluative approach using the CIPP model is appropriate, the methodology is well explained, and the findings are consistent with the data. The discussion is comprehensive and demonstrates a strong connection between the results and broader educational issues, making the study both valid and relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly up-to-date (2019–2025). However, the manuscript could be further enriched by including authoritative international references, such as UNESCO (2021) or OECD (2019), to provide a stronger global perspective on curriculum implementation and educational quality.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English used in the article is clear and understandable for scholarly communication. Overall, the language flows well, and the ideas are easy to follow. A little polishing in some parts could make it even smoother, but it does not reduce the clarity or quality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well-prepared and offers valuable insights into curriculum implementation at the elementary level. It is already strong, but adding a few global references and slight language polishing could make it even better. Overall, it is a meaningful contribution to the field of education.

Minor Revision

The manuscript is of high quality, with a clear methodology, comprehensive discussion, and relevant references. Minor improvements, such as slight language polishing and the addition of a few global references (e.g., UNESCO, OECD), would further enhance its clarity and impact. Overall, it is ready for publication with these minor revisions.
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