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	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 contributes valuable insights to the growing body of research on collaborative learning and academic writing within higher education. By empirically examining the role of peer review—specifically collaboration and feedback—on project completion, it provides evidence-based guidance for enhancing student research outcomes. The findings highlight the importance of social and interactive learning processes in improving research quality and timeliness, especially in under-researched contexts such as sub-Saharan Africa. Furthermore, the study offers practical implications for educators, curriculum designers, and policymakers seeking to foster a culture of peer-supported academic development and improve completion rates in higher education institutions.
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	The current title — “The Influence of Peer Review on Project Completion among Undergraduate Final Year Students in the Faculty of Education of the University of Bamenda” — is clear, descriptive, and directly reflects the study’s focus.
	

	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 clear, detailed, and logically structured, covering the purpose, methodology, sample, key findings, and recommendations. It effectively communicates the essence of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated objectives. It demonstrates a solid understanding of educational research design and offers empirical evidence supported by theoretical frameworks.
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	The references are adequate but not fully recent. While the manuscript includes several relevant and foundational sources, it relies heavily on older studies (before 2015). To strengthen it, the author should add recent research (2020–2024) on peer review, collaboration, and feedback in higher education—especially studies using digital platforms and addressing project completion. Including recent systematic reviews and empirical works will enhance the paper’s currency and scientific relevance.
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	The language and English quality of the article are largely suitable for scholarly communication , as it employs academic terminology and follows a standard research structure.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no serious ethical violations, but to meet international publication standards, the manuscript should include brief statements on: institutional ethical approval, informed consent and confidentiality, data protection.
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