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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.

	TQM principles place a strong emphasis on continual improvement and data-driven decision-making. 
By using these guidelines while creating their curricula, South African universities may guarantee that their science programs meet strict rigor requirements and generate graduates who can carry out reliable research.
	

	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.

	Abstract focusing on clarity, conciseness, and impactful to the community

Suggestions:

Start with stronger hook. Instead of starting with a general statement about higher education, consider with a more impactful sentence that directly addresses the problem or the significance of the research.

Clearly define TQM practices. This mentioned TQM but doesn’t specify what specific practices are being considered.

Be more specific about the challenges. Mention specific types of challenges

Strengthen the conclusion. Emphasize the potential benefits
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
Yes. But I suggest to add more related literature rather definition.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Not all are recent.

(e.g Mele & Colurcio, 2006; Adepoju & Akinola, 2007) at least 5 years later
	

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

	
Yes



	

	Optional/General comments

	Revise Abstract and follow some comments.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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