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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The article contributes empirical evidence to the conversation on stakeholder engagement in higher education. And it also highlighted the connection under-explored in regional higher education institutes 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Some of the given terms BEED is bit confusing until reading the abstract for international readers. Better to re consider 
	

	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.


	Adding some sentences on implications or how the findings will help institutional decision-making. It will be beneficial for readers 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Consider expanding the discussion section to provide deeper theoretical implications and relate findings to prior literature more critically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Latest citations are rarely available so need to add
	

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


	Mostly ok but better to proofread
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction briefly mentions the importance of VMPEO but lacks depth in theoretical grounding.
The rationale for the study is implied but not explicitly stated.
The study lacks critical discussion connecting results to broader theories of educational management or change communication.
Recommendations are somewhat general. Please Improve 
Tables are informative but could be better formatted for readability.
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