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	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 urgent problem of youth unemployment in Mombasa County, Kenya, is the subject of this manuscript.  It makes a substantial contribution to the corpus of research on how youth entrepreneurship, skill development, and employability can be influenced by empowerment initiatives.  This study offers both empirical data and policy-level insights, which are important given the growing focus on youth development by governments, non-governmental organizations, and global development actors.  Policymakers, practitioners, and academics will find its conclusions and suggestions helpful in creating more effective youth employment initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the core focus of the study. However, there is a minor typographical error (“Effictiveness”). A corrected version could be:

“Assessing the Effectiveness of Youth Empowerment Initiatives in Mitigating Unemployment in Mombasa County, Kenya.”
	

	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 thorough, offering background information, methodology, key conclusions, and suggestions.  It could be condensed to concentrate more on the quantitative and qualitative results, though, as it is a little long.  Suggested improvement: highlight quantifiable effects and condense background information (e.g., % of youth gaining jobs, skill improvements, barriers faced).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint.  It uses a mixed-methods approach, combining qualitative interviews and quantitative survey data.  The methodology (sampling, pilot study, validity/reliability, and analysis) is presented methodically, and the research objectives are unambiguous.  The results align with the theory and literature review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and cover both local (Kenyan context) and global literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is appropriate for scholarly communication and is written in plain English.  A few places, though, need work in terms of grammar and flow (for example, the introduction's long sentences could be condensed).  It is advised to make minor edits for clarity and a polished tone.
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