

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Quality Assurance Practices for Transformative Higher Education in Southern Africa

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_5086.9

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	From consultation to collaboration: Harnessing stakeholder involvement for innovation in higher education

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




	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 community will  effectively be involved in  institutional innovations.
Community challenges will be resolved through stakeholder engagement
The community will access resources and satisfy their interests
Communities will participate in curriculum development as their value will be enhanced.
	

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

	The chapter mainly focusses on strategies for stakeholder involvement. Therefore, I suggest the title to read: From consultation to collaboration: Effective collaborative strategies for stakeholder involvement  in higher education innovation.
	

	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.

	Although the abstract is very comprehensive it should include the methodology used for the research and respondents of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Due to its logical results, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	For a chapter references are sufficient with most of them being very recent.
	

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

	
Languge quality is very suitable for scholarly communication.




	

	Optional/General comments

	The chapter needs to improve on discussion  of results. There are too many statements than discussions. On the whole the write up is good.


	





	PART  2: 


	
	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? 
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