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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This paper is a detailed and empirically rigorous assessment of the young employment policy in Sierra Leone. It employs a sound mixed-methodology which integrates quantitative regression models with thematic qualitative analysis. The research holds great value to policy makers, development economists and practitioners in labour and youth matters in Sub-Saharan Africa. The attention to policy design, quality of implementation and perception of youth is a significant gap in the literature on African labour markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and reflects the study’s content.
	

	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 descriptive, quantitative and properly organised. It contains the objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusion.

Minor suggestion:

1. Simplify the findings a bit so that they can be read (e.g. summarise the statistical results in a single statement).

2. Include a sentence that specifically points out what the policy implications are to the youth development framework of Sierra Leone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The article is scientific, methodologically clear and statistically sound.

· The regression models are explained and justified appropriately referring to the standard econometric literature.

· The quantitative-qualitative triangulation is a depth adding and validity adding tool.

· The conclusions are rational and have strong support with the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The sources are also recent (primarily of 2018 to 2024) and topical. 

They use quality external sources like the ILO, World Bank, and the peer-reviewed journals (e.g., World Development, Journal of Development Economics).
	

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


	Yes. The language used is scholarly, understandable, and coherent.

Minor suggestions:

· Concisely put, shorten several extremely lengthy sentences in the Introduction and Results parts.

· Check on the use of tenses (past and present) in the methodology section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is characterised by high empirical evidence and analytical clarity. Figures and tables are well organised, but Table 2 might be reduced by combining smaller categories. The conclusion itself is a good summary of the results, but a brief addition of a subtitle Policy Recommendations would make the paper more practical.
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