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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 study design, sampling procedures, and data analysis methods are appropriate and well justified. The integration of SPSS-based descriptive statistics with thematic qualitative analysis supports the credibility and robustness of the results.The logical flow from findings to conclusions is coherent and scientifically sound.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title accurately reflects the focus, content, and scope of the paper. It is clear, specific, and appropriately academic. (No change suggested.)


	

	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 is informative and summarizes the research purpose, design, methods, key findings, and recommendations effectively. Minor suggestion: include the sample size explicitly within the abstract’s first few lines to strengthen clarity for readers scanning abstracts only
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study design, sampling procedures, and data analysis methods are appropriate and well justified. The integration of SPSS-based descriptive statistics with thematic qualitative analysis supports the credibility and robustness of the results. The logical flow from findings to conclusions is coherent and scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, up-to-date (many from 2020–2024), and cover relevant international and regional sources. They demonstrate thorough engagement with related scholarship. No additional references are required, though integrating one or two global meta-analyses on QA implementation might further strengthen contextualization.
	

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


	Yes. The English is clear, formal, and well-structured. Occasional minor grammatical refinements and punctuation adjustments could enhance readability, but overall the language quality is very good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor revisions suggestions 
- Clarify the abstract by including participant count earlier.
- Smoothen paragraph transitions in the “Findings and Discussions” section to avoid repetition.
- Conduct one final proofread for minor grammatical polish.
After these small adjustments, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
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