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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 Ms_JOGRESS_13384 introduces the Global Islamic Universities Consortium (GIUC); it presents a strategic model to enhance Islamic higher education through global collaboration, ethical communication, and academic diplomacy. The manuscript addresses the fragmentation of Islamic narratives and strengthens PTKIN's international presence. The study is significant for scholars and policymakers; it offers a framework for promoting moderate,
scholarly Islamic discourse worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is clear and relevant, but it would be better if the author used The Global Islamic Universities Consortium (GIUC)
	

	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 well-structured and covers key aspects of the study. However, it could be slightly refined for greater clarity and impact. We suggest adding a clearer problem statement upfront, clarifying GIUC’s, strengthening the methodology sentence, condensing the conclusion, and deleting redundant phrases.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The author used an academic tone, technical precision and a good structure. But the author needs to avoid using awkward phrasing or redundancy, long sentences dilute key points, using some abstract terms that lack concrete examples (Algorithmic disruption), mixing British/American English (centre vs center) and using absolute claims (e.g., "GIUC has great
potential").
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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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