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	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 addresses the relevance of applying maturity models to enhance quality assurance (QA) standards in higher education institutions. The topic is important for the scientific community as it contributes to understanding institutional improvement frameworks, especially within developing countries. It also provides insights into the application of organizational maturity principles in academic quality systems, potentially serving as a reference for policymakers and educational administrators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the core content and purpose of the study. However, it could be made more specific by emphasizing the methodological or analytical focus.
Suggested alternative title:
“Assessing the Application of Maturity Models for Strengthening Quality Assurance Frameworks in Indian Higher Education Institutions.”
	

	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 provides a general overview but lacks sufficient detail about the research design, sample, and main findings. It should explicitly include the research objectives, methodology, and key implications for higher education policy.
Suggestion: Expand the abstract by adding 1–2 sentences on the methodology and main quantitative or qualitative outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound but requires significant methodological clarification. The research lacks explicit details on data collection procedures, sampling design, and analytical techniques used to evaluate the maturity models. The theoretical justification is adequate but could be strengthened through a clearer conceptual framework connecting maturity models and QA outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate in number but not sufficiently recent. Many cited works are older than 2015, and few are from high-impact international journals.
Suggestion: Add recent references (2020–2024) from reputable journals such as Quality in Higher Education, TQM Journal, and Higher Education Policy.
	

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


	The language is understandable but several grammatical issues and repetitive expressions reduce clarity.
Suggestion: Proofread the manuscript thoroughly and consider professional language editing to improve academic tone and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study presents an interesting and relevant topic with potential contribution to QA and higher education policy. However, it needs major revision in structure, clarity, and methodology to ensure scientific robustness. Improving data presentation, refining the theoretical model, and updating references will significantly strengthen the paper.
The paper is conceptually interesting and contextually relevant but lacks methodological rigor, analytical depth, and linguistic precision. Major revisions are needed before it can be considered for publication.
This paper contributes to the discussion of quality assurance in higher education from a developing country’s perspective. However, it requires a more explicit research framework, improved methodological transparency, and updated literature to enhance its scholarly value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns are identified. The study does not involve human subjects or sensitive data.
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