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The manuscript investigates the effectiveness of animated videos based on Sasak folklore in improving
elementary students’ reading and writing skills. The topic is relevant and contributes to multimedia-based
literacy learning integrated with local culture. The study uses a systematic ADDIE development model
and appropriate statistical analysis. However, the manuscript requires major revision due to language
issues, formatting inconsistencies, and limited analytical depth.
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Detailed Reviewer’s Report

STRENGTHS
1. The study addresses an important issue related to literacy improvement among elementary school
students.
2. The integration of local folklore into learning media adds cultural and educational value to the
research.

3. The use of the ADDIE model provides a clear and systematic research framework.

Statistical analyses, such as t-test and N-Gain, strengthen the research findings.

5. The findings indicate that animated learning media positively influence students’ reading and
writing abilities.

B

WEAKNESSES
1. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical and language errors affecting readability.
2. Several sections are overly descriptive and lack deeper critical analysis.
3. Formatting and table presentation are inconsistent throughout the paper.
4. The study uses a one-group design without a control group, limiting research validity.
5. Some references and citations are inconsistently formatted and require revision.



