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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 article provides insights into policy strategies for developing village flagship products under the “Satu Desa, Satu Produk Unggulan” initiative. It emphasizes that villages should be prioritized for development in order to improve the living standards of rural communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Approriate
	

	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.
	Approriate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

	Correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	It may be strengthened by adding references to relevant policy frameworks.
	

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


	Appropriate
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, this article is good. However, several aspects could be further strengthened to enhance its clarity and theoretical contribution:
1. The introduction could benefit from a clearer presentation of the underlying issues that motivate the implementation of the “Satu Desa, Satu Produk Unggulan” policy. At present, the flow of ideas in this section may be refined to improve coherence.
2. The theoretical framework could be elaborated further, particularly with respect to policy theory. Clarifying this aspect would help strengthen the analysis, which currently focuses primarily on the Composite Performance Index (CPI).
3. The penta-helix theory is briefly mentioned. However, it is not fully utilized as a conceptual basis in the discussion. The article may benefit from either integrating this theory more explicitly into the analysis or omitting it if it is not central to the theoretical framework.
4. In the discussion section, the findings could be more closely linked to the theories outlined in the introduction, especially policy theory, to better demonstrate the alignment between the research results and the theoretical framework, beyond the CPI analysis alone.
5. With major revisions recommended for the introduction (particularly the organization of the line of argument) and the discussion section, especially in relation to policy theory.
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