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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.


	The manuscript is relevant and current because it addresses the current issues in education, which entail the use of internal quality assurance systems to improve the quality of education. So, it brings policy feedback on what is happening in teacher colleges. It has addressed internal stakeholders’ views on internal quality assurance processes
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is clear; however, it is difficult to assess the contribution; the alternative words can be ‘Influence’ or effects of Internal Quality Assurance Practices in Improving Teaching and Learning in Teacher Colleges in Morogoro Region, Tanzania
· The title in capital letters does not look smart; at least capitalize each content word instead
	

	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 abbreviated words ‘ICQATPs’ and ‘MoEST ‘should be written in full because of their first appearance in the abstract section
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	· It is scientific work; however, in the five-point Likert scale, 3.0, which is the midpoint, is not undecided; rather, it can be termed as moderately agree because it is between the agree 4 and 5 and the disagree 1 and 2. 
· The discussion of the results and conclusion of the study should be linked to the theories underpinning the study

· The conclusion that ICQAT practices contributed fairly to effective T&L is contrary to the statistical mean in Table 1, which indicated 3.9 average mean. This is above the average mean of 3.0, hence a significant contribution and not fairly contribution. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference is sufficient; however, the Tanzania Development Vision is 2025 instead of 2024. 
The first Tanzania Development Vision was issued in 2000, which lasted until 2025, and the second began in 2025. 
	

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


	A few grammatical errors need correction
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is scientifically relevant and timely. It should be accepted subject to the improvement 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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