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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important and timely issue by linking literacy development at the village level with the achievement of Sustainable Development Goal 4 (Quality Education). It contributes to the scientific community by providing empirical, context-specific evidence from a rural setting, which is often underrepresented in education and SDGs research. The study highlights the practical role of community, parents, and teachers in improving literacy outcomes, offering a useful model for grassroots educational interventions. Additionally, the findings support the growing body of literature emphasizing the importance of early literacy and community engagement in reducing school dropout rates and educational inequality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, as it reflects the core focus on accelerating SDG 4 through literacy and reading interest in a village context. However, it could be made more specific and academic by indicating the research approach and location.

Suggested alternative titles:
· Enhancing Literacy and Reading Interest to Accelerate SDG 4: A Case Study of Setren Village, Indonesia
· Community-Based Literacy Interventions to Support SDG 4 in Rural Indonesia: Evidence from Setren Village

	

	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 and presents the purpose, method, location, and key findings of the study. However, several improvements are suggested:

Suggestions:
· Clearly state the research gap (e.g., lack of village-level empirical studies linking literacy programs to SDG 4).

· Briefly mention the specific interventions (e.g., reading workshops, storytelling, parental involvement).

· Clarify the main contribution of the study to SDG 4 policy or practice.

· Improve clarity and conciseness by reducing repetition (e.g., repeated statements about literacy and reading interest).

· Minor language editing is needed for grammatical accuracy and academic tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in concept and design. The use of a qualitative case study approach, purposive sampling, and established analysis methods (Miles & Huberman) is appropriate for exploring literacy interventions in a village context. The research questions align well with the objectives, and the discussion connects findings to SDG 4.

However, scientific rigor could be improved by:

· Providing clearer operational definitions of “literacy skills” and “reading interest.”

· Explaining the grading scale (A+, A, B, C, D) used in Table 1 and how assessments were conducted.

· Including more detail on how the intervention activities were implemented and evaluated.

· Adding limitations of the study (e.g., small sample size, limited generalizability).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, covering literacy, reading motivation, SDGs, and educational interventions. Several sources are recent (2020–2023), which strengthens the manuscript.

Suggestions for additional references (optional):
· UNESCO (2023). Global Education Monitoring Report (for updated SDG 4 context).

· World Bank (2022/2023). Learning Poverty and Basic Education in Developing Countries.

· OECD (2021/2022). Education at a Glance (for comparative education indicators).

These could strengthen the global policy framing of the study.


	

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


	The English is understandable but needs significant editing for scholarly communication. There are grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, repetition, and inconsistent academic tone. Some sentences are overly long and could be simplified. Professional language editing or proofreading is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic and has strong practical value for rural education policy and community-based interventions.

The integration of SDG 4 with local village programs is a key strength.

 The Results section would benefit from clearer explanation of assessment criteria and a brief narrative on each student’s progress trend.

The Discussion section is rich but somewhat repetitive; it could be tightened and better linked to previous studies.

The Conclusion is appropriate but could be strengthened by adding clear policy implications and recommendations for future research.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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