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	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 manuscript has positive impact the author can organise it well. The performance of universities should be evaluated to understand the quality of management.
The accountability of all department and the entire university of Kufa is crucial for effective evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable
	

	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.


	Not comprehensive, the author should include all the components of the abstract. 
Abstract is the overview of the entire paper
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript may have positive impact in the community and can add knowledge 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Limited citations and shows inadequacy of the work and the authors should improve 
	

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


	Needs some improvement because the manuscript has some parts like proposal, the words used sounds like proposal especially the research significance and methodology.
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	This manuscript lacks clarity, disorganised format and tenses issues and the author should make sure it is corrected before it is submitted again.
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