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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on how institutional vision, mission, strategic goals, and core values are understood, accepted, and translated into practice within a higher education setting. The examination of awareness, acceptability, congruency, and extent of implementation will bridge the gap between normative policy frameworks and actual organizational behavior, contributing to research on educational governance, institutional effectiveness, and value-based management. The findings offer a replicable assessment model that can be applied across universities to evaluate alignment between stated ideals and lived institutional practices. Moreover, the study informs policymakers, administrators, and scholars about how strategic frameworks influence organizational culture, accountability, and sustainable institutional development.Bottom of Form


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the main variables of the study. However, it may be improved by specifying the institutional context. 
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the purpose, method, respondents, and findings. It is suggested to briefly mention the statistical tools used and clarify the implications of the findings for policy or practice to strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript appears scientifically sound as it uses an appropriate descriptive research design, adequate sample size, and clearly defined variables aligned with the research objectives.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended to include recent studies (last 5–7 years) on VMGO alignment, institutional effectiveness, and higher education governance. Make 15-20 references.

	

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


	Yes. The language is generally clear and appropriate for academic writing, though minor grammatical and stylistic editing may further improve clarity and conciseness.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant to higher education administration and institutional quality assurance. Its findings can inform strategic planning and stakeholder engagement practices in universities.
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