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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
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.
	The chapter is interesting and carries historical significance touching upon the contemporeary relevance. The narrative prescribes the details of education system which is a repertoire of knowledge much needed as informed citizens of a nation. The chronological sequence echoes the evolution and development of education system from only academic achievement to competency based which is the need of the present day knowledge society and essential for job market.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	A suggestive title-
“Educational policy perspectives towards development of a transformative higher education curriculum in Zimbabwe”
	

	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 has some grammatical/typos error. Please check and finalise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct but the approach could have been enumerated instead of simply presenting in paragraphs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References cited and entered are sufficient and relevant.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, with few typo errors. Needs a thorough check on Grammarly before finalising.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
The approach of presentation of the narratives may be arranged in points and sub-points or headings and sub- headings for better comprehension of the readers.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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