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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 makes an essential contribution to the scientific community by addressing the persistent and profession-specific challenge of graduate teacher unemployment in Zambia. This topic has received limited scholarly attention compared to broader youth unemployment studies. By adopting a sequential explanatory mixed-methods approach, it provides both statistical rigour and rich contextual insights, offering a nuanced understanding of structural barriers, institutional gaps, and labour market mismatches. The findings have practical implications for workforce planning, curriculum reform, and policy development, not only in Zambia but also in other developing countries facing similar education sector employment challenges. Moreover, the evidence-based recommendations present a framework that can guide future research, inform government interventions, and foster public-private collaboration to enhance graduate employability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Examining Career Opportunities on Unemployed Graduate Teachers in Zambia: A Case of Lusaka Urban District", is clear in scope but grammatically wrong — the phrase “opportunities on” is unusual in academic writing.
A more precise and academically suitable alternative could be:

"Examining Career Opportunities for Unemployed Graduate Teachers in Zambia: A Case Study of Lusaka Urban District"

	

	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 clear, well-structured, and includes the purpose, methodology, main findings, and recommendations.
However, for a journal-level submission, it could be more comprehensive and sharper in a few areas:
Suggestions for Improvement

1. Add the study design in the first sentence

· Mention "sequential explanatory mixed-methods design" up front to immediately set the methodological context.

2. Include more precise statistical details

· For example, report key p-values, odds ratios, and any chi-square significance in brief to strengthen the research credibility.

3. Clarify the contribution to knowledge

· End the abstract by explicitly stating the significance for policy, academia, and practice, rather than only giving recommendations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — the manuscript is scientifically sound in its design, execution, and interpretation.

It uses a sequential explanatory mixed-methods approach with an adequate sample size (400 survey respondents and 20 qualitative participants), ensuring both breadth and depth of analysis. The methodology is clearly described, ethical procedures are followed, and appropriate statistical tools (descriptive statistics, logistic regression, chi-square tests) are applied correctly. Qualitative findings are systematically analyzed through thematic analysis and supported with direct participant quotes, which strengthens validity.

The results logically follow from the data and are well-supported by both local and international literature, showing good integration of empirical evidence. The recommendations are evidence-based and align with the findings, demonstrating practical relevance. Overall, the manuscript is methodologically rigorous, contextually relevant, and scientifically accurate.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and reasonably recent, with many citations from 2020–2024, which is appropriate for ensuring currency. They include a good mix of local (Zambian) sources, regional African studies, and international literature, providing both contextual and comparative perspectives.  

However, there are a few ways the reference list could be strengthened:

Suggestions

1. Add more recent peer-reviewed studies (2023–2024) on graduate employability in Sub-Saharan Africa

· While several recent Zambian and African studies are cited, including additional comparative research from countries facing similar teacher unemployment issues (e.g., Kenya, Ghana, Nigeria) would broaden the relevance.

2. Include global reports on teacher labor markets and workforce planning

For example:

· UNESCO (2023). Global Education Monitoring Report (particularly the sections on teacher shortages and recruitment policies).

· International Labour Organization (2023). World Employment and Social Outlook: Trends 2023.


	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, and the overall English quality is adequate for scholarly communication. The tone is primarily academic, the terminology is appropriate, and the arguments are logically structured.

However, there are minor issues that should be addressed to meet high-standard scholarly publication norms fully:

· Grammatical slips — e.g., “there 70,800 unemployed teachers” should be “there are 70,800 unemployed teachers.”

· Article use and prepositions — minor adjustments such as changing “opportunities for unemployed graduate teachers” to “opportunities for unemployed graduate teachers.”

· Consistency in tense — ensure uniform past tense for describing the study and present tense for general facts.

· Sentence tightening — some sentences are overly long and could be broken down for clarity.

· Avoid redundancy — similar points are repeated in the introduction and discussion; these can be condensed.

With light professional editing or proofreading, the manuscript would meet the language standards required for international scholarly journals.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a timely and relevant investigation into the career opportunities and employment challenges faced by unemployed graduate teachers in Lusaka Urban District, Zambia. The topic is of clear significance for both policy and academic audiences, as it addresses a pressing mismatch between teacher training outputs and labour market absorption capacity—an issue common to many developing countries. The use of a sequential explanatory mixed-methods approach is a strength, allowing for robust quantitative analysis complemented by rich qualitative insights.

The study is well-grounded in recent literature and policy reports, with findings that are directly translatable into actionable recommendations. The integration of statistical analysis (logistic regression, chi-square) with participant narratives enhances the credibility and depth of the conclusions. Ethical considerations are appropriately addressed, and the recommendations are specific, realistic, and policy-oriented.

Minor refinements are recommended for maximum impact: improve the title for grammatical accuracy and clarity; separate and strengthen the literature review; ensure all tables and figures are fully presented and formatted; and make minor grammatical and stylistic edits to meet international scholarly communication standards. References are generally strong but could be supplemented with additional recent global and regional sources for broader comparative context.

Overall, this is a scientifically sound and policy-relevant manuscript that, with minor revisions, would make a valuable contribution to the discourse on graduate employability and teacher labour markets in Sub-Saharan Africa.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No — there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.

The authors clearly state that informed consent was obtained from all participants, confidentiality was maintained, and participation was voluntary. Participants were also informed of their right to withdraw at any time without consequences. There is no evidence of plagiarism, data fabrication, or misuse of participant information.
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