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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.


	The research provides invaluable insights into the current landscape among Ghanaian students. This study sought to investigate the correlation between entrepreneurial intentions and subsequent actions among Ghanaian university students, while also examining the various levels, dimensions, and dynamics of their entrepreneurial endeavours.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 article is acceptable. However, I suggest enhancing the clarity and overall impact of the paper, the authors should more explicitly articulate the study’s key contributions in both the abstract and introduction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While references are extensive but not recent, the author should add the new references to demonstrate the most current state of research.
The theory of planned behaviour by Ajzen can be added to enrich the literature review.
	

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


	 The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study's conclusion and discussion sections lack a discussion on the limitations of the applied methodology, which is considered a vital for transparency and guiding further research. Highlighting the aspect would help contextualize the findings, address potential biases, and outline steps for building on the study's results in future investigations.
The author should add recent references to demonstrate the most current state of research.
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