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	Author’s Feedback (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 paper covers an incredibly pertinent and important area of education, specifically, policy innovation, human resource management and governance in teacher education in Nigeria. The use of the Triple Helix Model provides a contemporary theoretical framework and increases its scholarly worth. By looking at the interplay of government, industry and research bodies, this study further contributes to the conversation surrounding education reform in developing contexts. It provides great and useful insights into policy formulation, institutional reform and collaboration amongst stakeholders in relation to teacher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the manuscript’s content and scope. No change is necessary.
	

	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.


	While the abstract is mostly informative, it does need to be simplified to enhance clarity. Several sentences are very long and complex, which may impede reading.
Recommendations:

1. Eliminate sentence complexity.

2. Clearly state the background, purpose, method, key finding, and recommendation.

3. Consider adding a specific statistical finding from the results section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically valid and has excellent theoretical underpinning. The methodology is appropriate and well laid out. However:

1. The discussion could be better structured.

2. There were areas of repetition/long-windedness which should be curtailed.

3. Statistical results could have clearer relations to the objectives and hypotheses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The appendix cites a rich variety of current and relevant references (to 2024), but some references included are not from peer-reviewed or other rigorous sources.
	

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


	The English usage in this manuscript requires considerable revision. There are several grammatical errors and several awkward phrases, in addition to overly complicated sentences.
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