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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 problem of unemployment has been a major concern in Nigeria. Hence any attempt to eradicating or reducing it will be embraced. This paper if properly researched could contribute positive in helping to reduce the menace of unemployment through entrepreneurship education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. 

Suggested topic: Entrepreneurship education as a panacea for unemployment among students of  Adeyemi Federal University of Education, Ondo

OR

Closing the unemployment divide: Examining the role of entrepreneurship education as a catalyst for empowering students at Adeyemi Federal University of Education, Ondo
	

	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 fairly comprehensive. I suggest that the design of the study be revisited. The researcher should describe clearly how qualitative approach was employed and if not used, then should be deleted. There is also need to present some of the recommendations in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The design is not right as stated in the abstract and not in consonance  with that stated at the body of work. The items of the instrument for data collection did not seem to have the critical mass to yield data needed to answer the research questions. The statistical tools were not use (frequency and percentage) employed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very scanty and not sufficient to identify the needed gaps for the study.
	

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


	Yes. The language of communication is OK. but for minor editorials
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is not well researched and needs to be revisited. Areas to revisit include:

- title (see comment on the work)

- abstract (see comments above)

- introduction - the introduction should introduce the need for the study with enough empirical evidences

- research questions - this should tally with the purpose of the study and align with the results section and findings.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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