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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript highlights the limitations of traditional, fragmented student development models and specifically focuses on how logistics, student affairs, and information technology systems can be unified into a cohesive ecosystem. By constructing a novel triadic collaborative framework and proposing actionable strategies, the paper offers strategic insights for universities to build student-centered, data-informed governance structures, which is particularly relevant for institutions navigating digital transformation and seeking to enhance whole-person
education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title effectively encapsulates the study's objective, methodology, and the specific areas of integration, making it a clear and comprehensive representation of the article's content.
	

	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.
	The abstract of the article is quite comprehensive in its coverage of the study's core elements. It also effectively summarizes the essence of the paper. However, suggest the following additions to further enhance its comprehensiveness.
1. The introduction states that the paper "seeks to move beyond technical integration and toward a cultural, structural, and procedural transformation of the university as a developmental community". This highlights a deeper ambition than just "unifying these subsystems". Including this would better convey the depth of the proposed change.
2. The introduction more precisely articulates that "research on how non-academic subsystems, such as logistics, student support services, and IT infrastructure, can be integrated into a coherent governance
model for student development remains limited." Adding this nuance would strengthen the justification for the study's contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The sources of the manuscript describe the manuscript's theoretical grounding, its conceptual framework, and its proposed strategies, but they do not offer an external judgment on whether the manuscript is scientifically correct in an absolute sense. For example, the manuscript addresses a clearly identified research gap, noting that “research on how non-academic subsystems... can be integrated into a coherent governance model for student development remains limited.” This highlights its relevance and contribution to the existing literature. In addition, it also identifies risks and implementation barriers that can arise during reform attempts, such as goal misalignment, institutional resistance to resource redistribution, data integration hurdles, cultural barriers, and a lack of incentives for collaboration. In conclusion, while the sources do not provide an external validation of the manuscript's findings, they indicate that the manuscript follows a sound scientific methodology by building on existing theories, identifying a clear research gap, etc.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The study references demonstrate strong recency and generally sufficient coverage of the key topics addressed in the manuscript. However, needs to clarify on "2025" Publications. For the references by Bai et al. (2025) and Flori et al. (2025), it would be helpful to clarify if they are "forthcoming" or "in press" to inform readers about their publication status.
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the article are highly suitable for scholarly communication.. Examples from across the article, from the Abstract to the Strategic Recommendations and Conclusion, consistently show a high standard of English that effectively conveys complex academic ideas to a scholarly audience
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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