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	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 research makes a significant contribution across three primary domains:

1. Education and Human Resource Capacity: The study empirically identifies a causal relationship between human resource capacity deficits and the stagnation of rural development programs. The finding that a lack of training and mentoring is a primary cause of OVOP failure provides a strong argument for integrating frameworks of non-formal education and local institutional strengthening as core components of rural economic policy. This directly contributes to the literature on community education and asset-based community development.

2. Social Policy, Spatial Equity, and Local Governance: By analyzing the implementation of the OVOP policy at the regency level, this manuscript offers critical lessons on policy decentralization and spatial justice. The detailed zoning analysis not only maps disparities but also provides a blueprint for targeted affirmative policy based on zonal characteristics (north, central, south). These findings are highly valuable for policymakers and researchers studying the effectiveness of collaborative (pentahelix) governance.

3. Applied Methodology and Evidence-Based Decision Making: The use of the Composite Performance Index (CPI) combined with a qualitative approach (FGD, interviews) constitutes a valuable methodological contribution. This mixed-methods approach mitigates the weaknesses of overly subjective or purely quantitative analyses. The proposed CPI framework is generic and replicable, allowing for adoption by other local governments or international development organizations to prioritize interventions amid resource constraints, thereby promoting transparency and accountability in development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is accurate and descriptive. However, to enhance appeal, specificity, and better reflect the manuscript's core analytical strengths namely spatial/zoning analysis and a multi dimensional decision making framework the following alternative is suggested:

"Zoning-Based Prioritization of Village Superior Products Using Composite Performance Index: A Case Study of the One Village One Product (OVOP) Policy in West Lombok, Indonesia"

This alternative title emphasizes the strong zoning aspect and explicitly states the study location.
	

	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 already solid and complete. To meet higher standards, consider adding:

1. Theoretical/Practical Implications: Conclude with a sentence such as: "This study provides an evidence based framework for local governments to allocate limited resources and strengthen the educational dimension through SME training, ultimately supporting inclusive rural development."

2. Brief Limitation (Optional): Mention briefly, for example: "These findings are limited to a regency with specific characteristics, but the methodology can be adapted for other regions."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically, the manuscript is strong. However, several points need reinforcement:

1. Validity and Reliability: Explain how consistency and accuracy were ensured during data collection (e.g., surveyor training, data cross-checking).
2. Determination of CPI Weights: This section is critical. The authors must transparently explain how the weights (wj) for each criterion (production value, number of SMEs, etc.) were determined. Was the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) used, expert judgment via FGD, or a simple assumption? This explanation is vital for replication and scientific validity.
3. Sensitivity Analysis (Highly Recommended): To strengthen the priority findings, consider adding a simple sensitivity analysis on the CPI weights. This would demonstrate how robust the priority rankings are to changes in criterion weights.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is adequate but could be enriched with:

1. Theoretical/International OVOP References: Add systematic reviews on OVOP, for example:

Hoang Thanh, L.; Ta Nhat, L.; Nguyen Dang, H.; Ho, T.M.H.; Lebailly, P. One Village One Product (OVOP)—A Rural Development Strategy and the Early Adaptation in Vietnam, the Case of Quang Ninh Province. Sustainability 2018, 10, 4485. https://doi.org/10.3390/su10124485

2. CPI/MCDA Methodology in Development:

Cinelli, M., et al. (2020). A crash course in good and bad controls. Journal of Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis. (Relevant for the discussion on criteria selection).

3. Rural Development and SMEs in Indonesia:

Tambunan, T. (2019). Recent evidence of the development of micro, small and medium enterprises in Indonesia. Journal of Global Entrepreneurship Research.
	

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


	The substance is understandable, but professional editing is required to enhance clarity, formality, and narrative flow. Some examples of improvements:

- "provides multi-agency benefits" : "yields multi-stakeholder benefits"

- "directed using CPI analysis" : "guided by CPI analysis"

- "to have village superior products" : "to identify village superior products"
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths of the Manuscript:

1. Structure and Flow: Excellent and logical.

2. Data Analysis: In-depth, supported by informative tables.

3. Policy Relevance: Very high and timely.
Major Areas for Improvement:

1. Discussion Section (3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION): Currently more descriptive. Deepen it into an analytical discussion by:
   -  Comparing your findings with other OVOP studies (both successful and unsuccessful).
-  Explaining why inter-zonal disparities occur (historical factors, infrastructure, access to education/training, etc.) from a sociological or political economy perspective.

- Linking the finding of "failure due to lack of mentoring" to capability or empowerment theory.

2. Limitations and Future Research Agenda: Create a dedicated subsection. Example limitations: cross-sectional data nature, potential bias in surveyor assessment, limited generalizability. Future research: longitudinal studies, impact analysis of training programs, exploration of alternative funding models.
3. Figures and Tables: Ensure all figures (Figure 1) have high resolution and clear sources. Provide a brief interpretation of key tables (e.g., Table 7) in the text; do not just present numbers.
4. Theoretical Contribution: Explicitly state the contribution of this study to the body of knowledge, for instance by extending the OVOP implementation model with a zoning-based quantitative prioritization framework.
This manuscript requires major revision before it can be accepted. The reason is not due to fundamental weaknesses, but because several critical aspects especially the depth of the discussion, the explanation of the CPI methodology need to be significantly strengthened to meet international journal standards. The manuscript has a strong foundation, rich data, and high relevance. With comprehensive revisions according to the suggestions above, this manuscript has the potential to become an excellent article and make an important contribution. The requested revisions are substantive but achievable by the authors.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Potential Issue: Although permission from the Dean and RPDA is mentioned, the manuscript does not mention ethical clearance from a university or institutional research ethics committee, especially since it involves in-depth interviews with human subjects (SME actors, village officials).

Suggestion: The authors should include an ethical statement, for example: "Ethical procedures for this research were approved by the Research Ethics Committee of [Institution Name], Letter Number [XXX/YYYY]. Informed consent was obtained verbally from all participants after explaining the research objectives." If this was not obtained, it should be acknowledged as a key limitation.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The author's statement is clear. However, given the collaboration with the local government, it is advisable to add a clause: "Although this research was supported by the West Lombok Regency Government, the analysis, interpretation, and conclusions presented are solely the views of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the official policy of the Regency Government." This enhances perceived objectivity.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not detected. However, ensure all paraphrasing from references such as Arthana (2025) and Tajidan (2025) is done correctly and not too close to the original text.
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