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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in the field of higher education quality assurance by proposing and developing an Accreditation Document Management System (ADMS) specifically for Apayao State College – Conner Campus. In the context of increasing demand for digital transformation in academic institutions, this study provides a practical and localized system that directly addresses inefficiencies in manual accreditation processes. It contributes to the digitalization of education management and can serve as a replicable model for similar institutions in developing regions. The system’s alignment with ISO/IEC 25010 standards further enhances its credibility and potential for broader application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	It can be improved by briefly mentioning the methodology used  and including specific metrics or findings from the usability evaluation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses standard software development methodology  and evaluates the output based on a recognized quality framework. However, several technical weaknesses must be addressed:
(1) Lack of detailed explanation of how each ISO metric was assessed;

(2) The methodology section lacks clarity and consistency;
(3) System architecture or ER diagram is missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient. Several key citations are outdated. To strengthen the manuscript, it is suggested to add more recent (2019–2024) sources, particularly those that discuss digital transformation in education management systems, ISO 25010 applications in educational IT systems, and document management systems in higher education.
	

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


	Professional English language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The system design could benefit from clearer illustrations of data flow and user roles.
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