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	 — Short summary (what the paper does well)

The manuscript presents an ethnocoreological, qualitative study of the Jaranan/Jathilan dance in Gandon Hamlet (Temanggung) and argues that the performance embodies the Javanese cosmological principle kiblat papat lima pancer (four directions + center). It combines field observation/ethnography and literature review to show how movement, props (jaran kepang, benthak), the combat segment, and ritual practices map onto the cosmological model and local values. The manuscript is culturally rich, shows good familiarity with local literature, and situates the case within broader Javanese dance studies. 
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 (leaning to Major revisions required if the journal expects detailed methodological transparency).

Rationale: the argument and local knowledge are strong and publishable, but the methods and evidence reporting need clearer, replicable detail and the manuscript needs stylistic polishing. If the authors supply the methodological/ clarifications and strengthen empirical evidence (verbatim data, coding/analysis steps), this would be a solid article.
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