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	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 because it addresses a pressing socio-economic challenge—youth unemployment—within the specific context of Mombasa County, Kenya. I like that the study uses a mixed-methods approach, providing both quantitative evidence and qualitative insights that enrich the findings and make the results more applicable for policymakers and practitioners. The analysis highlights both the strengths of empowerment programs, such as skill acquisition and mentorship, and their limitations, including weak alignment with labor market needs and systemic barriers, which makes the discussion very balanced. I particularly appreciate the inclusion of real success stories, which grounds the research in practical realities and demonstrates its relevance for the scientific community as well as for stakeholders in development and policy-making
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Assessing Effectiveness of Youth Empowerment Initiatives in Mitigating Unemployment in Mombasa County, Kenya”, is generally suitable as it reflects the core focus of the study. However, it could be made more concise and impactful by emphasizing both the evaluation aspect and the specific outcomes on employment. A suggested alternative title could be:

“Effectiveness of Youth Empowerment Programs in Addressing Unemployment: Evidence from Mombasa County, Kenya.”
This revised title is sharper, highlights the evaluative nature of the study, and makes the contribution clearer for readers
	

	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 of the manuscript is fairly comprehensive, as it outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, challenges, and recommendations. However, it is quite detailed and at times reads more like an extended summary than a concise abstract. I would suggest trimming down some of the numerical details and success stories, which can be shifted to the main text, while keeping the key statistics that show the gravity of the problem (e.g., unemployment rate, skill acquisition outcomes). At the same time, it would be helpful to explicitly state the research gap the study addresses and the contribution to policy and practice in a more direct manner. This will strengthen the abstract’s clarity and focus while keeping it concise and impactful 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness by grounding its analysis in established theoretical frameworks, particularly Human Capital Theory, and linking them to the research objectives. The mixed-methods design enhances robustness, as triangulation of quantitative and qualitative data provides a well-rounded understanding of youth empowerment initiatives. The sampling strategy, data collection, and reliability tests (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) add to the technical soundness of the study. I find the manuscript scientifically strong because it not only presents empirical evidence but also ties the findings to practical policy recommendations, making the work both rigorous and relevant
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent sources, with many drawn from 2020–2025, which strengthens the currency of the work. Key international reports (ILO, UNDP, World Bank) and national data sources (KNBS, KIPPRA) are appropriately cited, ensuring credibility. However, I would suggest adding more comparative regional or global studies on youth empowerment and unemployment interventions, particularly those that evaluate program effectiveness using mixed-methods or longitudinal approaches. Including recent literature on digital skills and the gig economy in Africa (beyond Ajira Digital) could also enrich the discussion, as these themes are highly relevant to the study’s findings. These additions would broaden the academic grounding and strengthen the positioning of the paper within the wider scholarly debate


	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are sections where the phrasing is somewhat lengthy or repetitive, which affects conciseness and flow. For example, the abstract and discussion chapters could benefit from tighter sentence construction to avoid over-explanation. In addition, a few grammatical inconsistencies and formatting issues (such as spacing and capitalization in headings) should be polished to enhance readability. With minor editing for clarity, brevity, and consistency, the manuscript will meet the expected standards of scholarly writing
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript makes a meaningful contribution by evaluating the effectiveness of youth empowerment initiatives in addressing unemployment in Mombasa County, a topic that is both timely and relevant. The mixed-methods approach is a strong point, as it allows for a balanced analysis that combines statistical data with qualitative insights. The structure of the paper is clear, and the inclusion of practical recommendations enhances its policy relevance. However, the manuscript would benefit from refining the abstract for conciseness, tightening the language in several sections, and streamlining some of the repetitive details in the findings. Additionally, expanding the reference base with more comparative regional and global studies could strengthen the academic positioning. With these improvements, the paper has the potential to make a solid scholarly and practical impact
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