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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 vital for the scientific community because it bridges the gap between ancient indigenous wisdom and modern vocational standards by transforming the traditional Karo "Oukup" steam bath into a structured "macro-learning" model. It provides a validated framework for professionalizing local heritage using instructional technology, ensuring cultural practices are not lost but are instead integrated into formal competency-based education. Furthermore, the study serves as a successful case study for how multimedia-supported pedagogy can significantly accelerate the mastery of complex, holistic health treatments within the wellness economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "A Macro-Learning Model for SPA Oukup Karo Based on Tutorial Videos: Enhancing Competence and Preserving Local Cultural Heritage," is highly suitable and descriptive. It clearly identifies the instructional approach (Macro-Learning), the specific subject (SPA Oukup Karo), the media used (Tutorial Videos), and the broader impact (Competence and Heritage Preservation)

If you prefer a more concise alternative to improve scannability, you might consider:

Alternative: Integrating Macro-Learning and Video Tutorials in Traditional Spa Training: A Case of Oukup Karo.
	

	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.


	YES, the abstract is exceptionally comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows a rigorous Research and Development (R&D) framework.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a solid foundation of references, but there is room for improvement to meet the highest scholarly standards:

You have cited several recent works from 2023, 2024, and even 2025 (e.g., Koh et al., 2023; Prakoso & Palupiningsih, 2025). This shows that you are engaged with current conversations in vocational education and wellness tourism.

The Area for Improvement: Several foundational citations for your methodology and local context are older (e.g., Paninsari, 2018; Peltzer & Pengpid, 2018). While foundational, ensure that at least 60-70% of your references are from the last 5 years (2020–2025) to satisfy many high-impact journals.

The list effectively covers the three main pillars of your study: 4D R&D Methodology, Vocational Training (SKKNI), and Karo Cultural Heritage.

Suggestion: You could strengthen the "Macro-Learning" and "Video Tutorial" sections by citing recent (2023–2024) studies on Micro- vs. Macro-learning in digital vocational contexts.

Additional References for the Review Form:

Sumaya & Ortega-Dela Cruz (2023): "Evaluating the outcomes of technical-vocational education and training towards developing skills for the tourism sector." (Great for the tourism/vocational link).

Fauziah et al. (2023): "Improving the Competitiveness of Vocational School Graduates in Indonesia as Human Capital through Local Wisdom-Based Learning." (Directly supports your local wisdom theme).
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from a final "polishing" phase to move from "functional" to "highly academic."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript successfully addresses the intersection of vocational education and cultural preservation by modernizing the traditional Karo "Oukup" steam bath through a structured macro-learning model. By integrating tutorial videos with national competency standards (SKKNI), the research provides a scientifically validated framework that ensures indigenous practices are professionally translatable without losing their heritage value. The use of the 4D R&D methodology lends strong academic rigor to the study, making it a significant contribution to the fields of instructional technology and sustainable wellness tourism.

The manuscript represents high-quality research that successfully bridges indigenous knowledge with modern education. With the minor additions a slight update to the bibliography, it is fully ready for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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