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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 article brings in  a good perspective on how the community comprising of various stakeholders, that is the students, employers, academic staff, industry professionals and community influencers, when working together can add value and produce students who are well equipped to tackle emerging and current societal problems while providing solutions. I would like the author also to may be also look at the aspect of Artificial Intellignce (AI) and may look at how AI can be relevant in harnessing stakeholder involvement for innovation in higher education considering that the world is quickly evolving and the impact of AI is qucikly becoming an emerging trend especially in African context.
	

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

	
The article is quite relevant and offers good insights into the gaps needed to address isssues of skills needed by employers in the industry.
	

	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 comprehensive and to the point
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are fairly recent with some few being a bit old.
	

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

	
The language/English quality is above board and communicates in a scholarly manner.
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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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