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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into how different levels of hospitality education specifically HND and BTech programs in order to shape students' entrepreneurial intentions and motivations. By employing the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) and a rigorous statistical analysis, the study offers a comparative perspective that is currently limited in the hospitality education literature, particularly within the context of technical universities in emerging economies like Ghana. The findings contribute to the scientific community by highlighting the critical role of curriculum design, practical training, and motivational factors in fostering entrepreneurial readiness among students. This research supports the development of more targeted entrepreneurship education strategies that can be adapted in similar educational settings globally. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Statistical Analysis of the Entrepreneurial Drive Among HND and BTech Hospitality Students: A Case Study of Kumasi Technical University”

The current title of the article is understandable, but it can be improved to sound more academic, specific, and aligned with your study content. Uses standard academic terms like entrepreneurial intention and motivation (instead of the unclear “drive”).

My suggestion, “Comparative Study of Entrepreneurial Intention and Motivation Among HND and BTech Hospitality Students: A Case of Kumasi Technical University”. 

	

	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.


	
Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study. It covers the background, objective, methodology, sample, key findings, and implications. However, to enhance its clarity, academic tone, and focus, I suggest the following improvements:
1) Replace “entrepreneurial drive” with more specific terms like entrepreneurial intention and motivation (which are used throughout the paper).
2) Avoid unclear phrasing:
Example: “perhaps due to broader academic exposure...” Instead, be more definitive, 
         e.g., “likely due to broader academic exposure….

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound overall, with a clear research purpose, appropriate theoretical foundation (TPB), and valid methodological approach. It demonstrates a solid effort to investigate the entrepreneurial intentions and motivations among HND and BTech hospitality students using empirical evidence.

	

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

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


	The overall English and language quality of the article is understandable and conveys the main ideas clearly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript shows great potential for contributing to the body of knowledge on entrepreneurship education in hospitality. 
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