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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 book chapter explains how accreditation, quality audits, and academic reviews are essential for ensuring high standards in higher education across Southern Africa. These mechanisms provide a structured approach to maintaining credibility, fostering continuous improvement, and ensuring accountability for students, teachers and other stakeholders also. Accreditation enhances institutional recognition and global alignment, quality audits and academic reviews help to assess  performance and  educational offerings.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes correct, but no data is gathered through questionnaire only review book chapter.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Add some more reference will be better
	

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